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FOREWORD 

Public  Hearing;   Synopsis  of  Testi- 
mony, Responses  to  Verbal  Comments, 
Transcript  is  one  of  five  separately 
bound  volumes  which  constitute  the 
Final  Environmental  Impact  Statement/ 
Environmental  Impact  Report  package 
for  the  Third  Harbor  Tunnel/Central 
Artery  Project,  as  listed  below.  '■• 

1-   Final  Environmental  Impact 
Statement/Report 

2.  Public  Hearing:   Synopsis  of 
Testimony,  Responses  to  Verbal 
Comments,  Transcript 

3.  Supportive  Engineering  Report 

4 .  Appendices 

5.  Two- Lane  Tunnel/Optional  Fort 
Point  Channel  Concepts 

Materials  for  this  document  are 
organized  as  follows: 

Introduction;  Synopsis  of  the  Public 
Hearing  and  Responses  to  Verbal  Com- 
ments; and  Public  Hearing  Transcript 
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Introduction  Library 

The  two-day  public  hearing  held  on  August  8  and  9,  1983  provided  an  important 
opportunity  for  interested  parties  to  present  their  views  on  the  information 
contained  in  the  Draft  and  supplemental  Draft  Environmental  impact  statement 
and  Report  (DEIS/EIR  and  SDEIS/EIR,  respectively)  for  the  Third  Harbor  Tunnel 
and  Depressed  Widened  Central  Artery.   At  that  time,  139  people  presented  oral 
testimony.   Of  this  number,  46  also  supplied  written  testimony  or  submitted  a 
written  statement  or  letter  to  the  Commonwealth  containing  substantially  the 
same  content  as  their  oral  remarks.   (In  some  cases,  these  written  remarks 
were  submitted  by  the  agency  or  group  over  the  signature  of  a  member  or 
representative  other  than  the  person  presenting  testimony  at  the  public 
hearings. ) 

This  volume  contains  a  complete  transcript  of  all  oral  testimony  given  at  the 
two  days  of  hearings.   It  also  contains  a  synopsis  of  this  testimony  and 
responses  to  those  witnesses  who  provided  oral  testimony  only. 

All  written  comments  received  and  responses,  as  necessary,  are  contained  in 
the  FEIS/EIR  Written  Comments  and  Responses  Report. 

Many  people  expressed  similar  concerns  about  the  project,  and  raised  similar 
questions,   others  made  statements  either  for  or  against  the  project,   still 
another  group  raised  highly  specific  questions  on  a  narrower  set  of  issues. 
Those  people  expressing  an  opinion  for  or  against  the  project  without  raising 
questions  or  requesting  additional  information  are  listed  in  this  report, 
which  also  provides  a  brief  summary  of  their  statements.  Of  that  group 
raising  questions  or  requesting  information,  certain  statements  were  found  to 
be  highly  representative  and  inclusive  of  the  group's  concerns  as  a  whole;  it 
was  felt  that  the  issues  and  concerns  of  a  number  of  people  could  best  be 
answered  by  responding  to  these  representative  statements.   People  requesting 
information  on  a  narrower  set  of  issues  also  received  a  response.   All 
testimony  and  comments,  however,  were  carefully  read  and  considered  in  the 
completion  of  the  FEIS/EIR. 

Specific  concerns  related  to  the  project  were  voiced  by  a  number  of  residents 
at  the  hearings.   These  include: 

North  End  -  Many  people  otherwise  supportive  of  the  project's  long-term 
benefits  expressed  serious  reservations  about  the  ability  of  the  North 
End  to  function  during  construction.   Construction  period  impacts  such 
as  noise,  dust,  and  obstruction  of  pedestrian  routes  are  primary 
concerns  as  are  the  loss  of  parking  under  the  elevated  artery,  the 
potential  for  lost  business,  increased  truck  traffic  on  local  streets, 
and  the  possibility  of  a  deterioration  in  the  quality  of  life  forcing 
migration  out  of  the  neighborhood.   The  potential  for  increased 
development  speculation  and  its  detrimental  effects  on  the  neighborhood 
is  also  a  concern. 
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The  Commonwealth  is  aware  of  the  serious  nature  of  potential 
construction  period  impacts  on  North  End  residents  and  merchants,  and 
shares  the  concerns  of  this  community.   These  impacts  and  possible 
mitigation  measures  have  been  initially  addressed  in  Sections  4.4.3, 
Land  Use  Impacts,  North  End;  4.5.3,  Community  and  Neighborhood 
Facilities  Impacts,  North  End;  and  4.6.4,  Economic  Impacts.   Mitigating 
measures  will  include  barrier  walls  to  reduce  noise,  dust  control 
methods,  and  water  table  monitoring  with  the  use  of  well  points  to  pump 
or  recharge  the  tables  as  necessary.   Rodents  will  be  controlled 
according  to  the  methods  described  in  the  MDPW's  manual  on  standard 
specifications  for  the  construction  of  highways  and  bridges;  these 
methods  will  be  in  accordance  with  the  health  rules  and  regulations  of 
the  City  of  Boston  and  state  health  departments.   The  Commonwealth  will 
make  every  effort  to  restrict  construction  vehicles  on  local  streets; 
these  vehicles  will  be  restricted  to  a  construction  road  under  the 
existing  Artery.   With  the  cooperation  of  the  City  of  Boston,  parking 
and  traffic  regulations  will  be  enforced.  Parking  spaces  displaced  from 
under  the  Central  Artery  in  the  Financial  District,  Waterfront,  and 
North  End  will  be  replaced  by  the  project  prior  to  the  commencement  of 
construction.   In  the  long-run,  traffic  will  be  reduced  on  local  streets 
because  of  the  project.   During  construction,  street  circulation  changes 
will  be  made  to  discourage  commuter  traffic  in  the  neighborhood. 

The  project  team  will  continue  environmental  study  of  construction 
during  preliminary  design  to  resolve  potential  staging  impacts.   Legal 
guarantees  regarding  the  use  of  these  measures  can  be  made  in  the  form 
of  specifications  to  construction  documents  and  contracts.   The 
Commonwealth  will  explore  mechanisms  to  minimize  impacts  and  will  work 
with  the  city  in  this  matter.   The  Commonwealth  agrees  that  community 
residents  should  play  a  major  role  in  determining  the  use  of  the  new 
parcels  of  land  created  from  the  old  Central  Artery.   As  soon  as  the 
project  is  approved  the  Commonwealth  will  initiate  a  planning  process  in 
coordination  with  the  city  which  will  include  the  community,  and 
representatives  of  affected  neighborhoods.   The  Commonwealth  will 
continue  meeting  with  representatives  of  the  North  End  to  solicit  ideas 
on  the  structure  of  this  participation  process  and  to  help  define 
mitigating  measures  more  precisely. 

East  Boston  -  Residents  voiced  concerns  regarding  the  project's  overall 

effect  on  the  environment,  potential  increases  in  traffic  on  local 

streets,  Massport  growth  policy,  and  mass  transit  as  an  alternative  to 
the  project. 

The  FEIS/EIR  concludes  that  the  environment  of  East  Boston  will  not  be 
adversely  affected  by  the  project.   Local  traffic  will  not  increase. 
Traffic  will  decrease  substantially  on  Porter  Street  and  the  access  road 
to  the  Airport.   The  East  Boston  Memorial  Stadium  will  experience 
reduced  noise  because  of  the  construction  of  a  noise  barrier  and 
improved  air  quality  because  of  improved  Airport  traffic  flow.   Reduced 
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traffic  on  Rt.  1A  and  on  the  Airport  system  will  reduce  backups  at  the 
toll  plaza  resulting  in  improved  air  quality.   The  Commonwealth  will 
encourage  the  use  of  high  occupancy  vehicles  to  the  Airport;  the  bus 
ramps  and  connections  between  South  station  and  the  Airport  is  one 
element  of  this  plan.   The  community  will  benefit  from  Massport  and  City 
efforts  to  control  the  spread  of  Airport-related  activities  in  East 
Boston.   The  continued  expressions  of  concern  by  East  Boston  residents 
contributed  to  the  final  design/alignment  of  the  Preferred  Alternative. 
Mass  transit  was  examined  in  this  and  earlier  studies  and  was  found  to 
be  an  inadequate  solution  to  the  problems  of  the  existing  highway  system. 

South  Boston  -  The  location  of  ventilation  buildings  and  the  effect  of 
these  buildings  and  the  toll  plaza  on  air  quality  is  a  concern,  as  is 
the  impact  on  traffic  and  development  resulting  from  the  project. 

During  design,  the  configuration  of  the  vent  building  and  toll  plaza 
will  be  established  to  mitigate  adverse  air  quality  impacts.   The 
location  of  the  toll  plaza  will  not  deteriorate  the  air  quality  of  the 
South  Boston  residential  neighborhood  or  the  proposed  developments  in 
industrial  South  Boston.   Traffic  on  local  streets  will  decrease  most 
significantly  on  Day  Boulevard  as  it  approaches  L  Street,  on  D  Street, 
and  on  Melcher  Street.   The  project  offers  truck  traffic  a  more 
attractive  route  to  the  expressways  than  shortcutting  through  the 
neighborhood.   Traffic  on  the  project  roadway  will  also  tend  to  sort 
itself  out  with  trucks  tending  to  exit  at  the  interchange  near  the 
Boston  Marine  Industrial  Park  and  cars  at  the  congress  Street/Northern 
Avenue  interchange.   Throughout  the  EIS  process,  development  interests 
in  South  Boston  and  the  Gillette  Company  have  been  regularly  contacted 
regarding  possible  impacts  to  their  parcels  and  have  contributed 
valuable  information  leading  to  the  mitigation  of  many  of  these 
potential  adverse  impacts. 

South  End  -  Of  primary  concern  to  the  residents  of  this  neighborhood  is 
traffic  generated  by  the  existing  East  Berkeley  Street  ramp  and  the 
possiblity  of  improving  Herald  Street. 

Closing  the  East  Berkeley  Street  ramp  and  replacing  it  by  improvements 
to  Herald  Street  is  a  local  street  project  to  be  carried  out  by  the  City 
of  Boston.  It  is  assumed  in  the  traffic  analysis  found  in  the  FEIS/EIR 
for  this  area.  The  design  of  the  Preferred  Alternative  includes  these 
modifications.  This  design  response  resulted  from  the  issues  of  ramps 
and  through  traffic  repeatedly  raised  by  concerned  South  End  residents 
during  the  planning  process. 
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The  Commonwealth   shares   the  concerns   of   community   residents    regarding 
the  project   and    is   committed    to  maintaining   the   quality   to    life   in  these 
neighborhoods.      Further,    the  Commonwealth   is   committed   to  the   basic 
concept   of    equity   for   those  people  who  are   most   affected    by  major 
regional   transportation    facilities.      For   these   reasons,    a  program  to 
review  the    impact   of  zoning  and   other   land   use  control   mechanisms 
(including   various  de  facto   licensing   by  Massport   of   off -Airport 
industrial   uses)   will  be   undertaken   immediately   as   one  element   of   a 
total  program  of  mitigation  to  be   included   as  an   integral  element   of  the 
Preferred  Alternative.      Lifting   the  EPA  ban   on  increasing    on-Airport 
parking   is  being  pursued   by  the  Commonwealth.      The   Commonwealth  will 
encourage   the   hiring   of  East  Boston,   South  Boston,   Chelsea,   and  Revere 
residents  at  Logan  Airport   and  Airport-related   facilities.      The 
Commonwealth  will   ask   the  Massachusetts  Aeronautics   commission   to  act 
aggressively  to  develop   satellite  airports.      On  an  experimental  basis, 
further   sound-proofing   of   residences   in  East  Boston  will   be  examined. 
The  Commonwealth  will   aggressively  pursue  high  speed    rail   service 
between   Boston   and  New  York. 

Concerns   expressed   over  certain   issues  which  are  outside  the  scope  of 
this  project,    such  as    local   street    improvements,   have   been   noted   by  the 
Commonwealth  and   will    receive  attention   although  not   within  the 
parameters  of   this  particular  project. 


NOTE:  The  following  listing  contains  a  brief  synopsis  of  the  comments  of  all 
persons  who  testified.   An  asterisk  identifies  persons  whose  statement 
also  required  a  more  specific  response.  References  are  made  within  the 
responses  to  sections  in  the  FEIS/EIR.   References  are  made  within  the 
reponses  to  Sections  in  the  FEIS/EIR.   References  are  also  made  to 
written  statements  submitted  by  those  listed,  which  are  included  in  one 
separate  report  (DEIS/EIR,  Supplemental  DEIS/EIR,  and  Public  Hearing 
Written  Comments  and  Responses).   The  references  to  "Volume"  in  the 
listing  below  are  to  the  six  books  containing  the  full  public  hearing 
testimony.   The  page  numbers  are  the  numbers  of  those  pages  within  the 
volume  of  testimony. 


Volume  I  -  11  a.m.  to  3  p.m. 


1.   Arthur  Osborne 
p.  1-24 


President,  Mass.  AFL-CIO  Council;  Represents  400,000 
members  of  AFL-CIO  in  Massachusetts 
Pro  tunnel  for  jobs,  economic  benefits  for  shortand 
long-term.   Points  out  that  Central  Artery  used  as 
interstate,  so  should  rebuild  with  Federal  dollars. 


Anna  DeFronzo 
p.  1-27 


East  Boston  Resident,  12  Lamson  Court 
There  will  be  tunnel  sooner  or  later.   Favors  new 
Third  Harbor  Tunnel  proposal  because  it  avoids 
neighborhood  and  goes  to  Bird  island  Flats. 


Kenneth  R.  Rezendes 
p.  1-28 


President  of  K.R.  Rezendes  of  Assonet 
Chairman  of  Construction  industries  of  Mass. 


Supports  project, 
city. 


Getting  rid  of  congestion  good  for 


4.   Walter  Ryan 
p.  1-32 


Operating  Engineers  Local  4  -  Chairman,  state  Labor 
Council  Vice  Chairman,  Board  of  Directors  Highway 
Transportation  Council  of  Massachusetts 
Can't  get  more  jobs  unless  have  better  transportation, 
For  the  project. 


5.   Sal  Venezia 
p.  1-35 


East  Boston  Resident 

Favors  Third  Harbor  Tunnel  and  Central  Artery. 


6.*  Joseph  V.  Cinserulli 
p.  1-38 


East  Boston  Land  Use  Council,  East  Boston  Resident 
OK  if  tunnel  goes  to  Bird  island  Flats  but  want 
certain  guarantees  —  Route  1A  will  not  be  widened  or 
extended  to  1-95,  no  more  encroachment  on  East 
Boston.   Progress,  but  not  at  expense  of  East  Boston. 


RESPONSE: 

Traffic  projections  to  the  year  2010  indicate  that  the 
extension  or  widening  of  Route  1A  is  not  necessary, 
and  such  an  action  is  not  envisioned  as  part  of  this 
project.   The  Commonwealth  is  aware  of  the  concerns  of 
East  Boston  on  this  issue,  and  will  see  that  they  are 
addressed  if  the  same  question  should  occur  as  part  of 
the  planning  for  any  other  project. 
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7.        Charles   P.    Spillane 
p.    1-41 


8.        Thomas  G.    Evers,   Jr. 
p.    1-4  2 


General  Agent,   Secretary,    Treasurer  of  Boston   Building 

Trades 

For   the  project.      Have   to   satisfy  East  Boston,    however. 

President,    Mass.    Building   Trades   Council;    9,000   members 
Favors  project  because  will   generate   jobs   and   will   not 
take   homes. 


Louis  Russo 
p.  1-43 


East  Boston  resident 

Wanted  some  sort  of  confirmation  that  5A  was  a  reason- 
able plan. 


10.   Lawrence  Sullivan 
p.  1-45 


Executive  Secretary,  Greater  Boston  Labor  Council  of 
AFL-CIO;  Director,  Government  Land  Bank 
in  favor  of  project,   will  generate  jobs  throughout 
economy.   Also  pleased  that  people  in  East  Boston 
support  project. 


11.    Daniel  Prigmore 
p.  1-48 


President  of  BOSCOM 

Supports  project.   Provides  access,  takes  traffic  off 

residential  streets. 


12.*  Ms.  Beverly  James 
p.  1-49 


GSA 

Opposes  Alternative  3A  because  of  taking  of  Appraisers 
Stores  Building.   Have  put  S3  million  to  $5  million 
into  the  building. 


RESPONSE: 

Alternative   3A  has  been   rejected   for   the   reasons 
stated   in  Section  2.4.      Also,   see   response   to  GSA 
letter  of  August    19,    FEIS/EIR  Written  Comments  and 
Responses    report. 


13.        James   O'Leary 
p.    1-50 


14.        Frank  Morris 
p.    1-55 


General  Manager,    MBTA 

Favors  plan.      Reminds  that  Blue   Line   is    really  third 
tunnel,    new    one   would   be  fourth.      Advocates   balanced 
system.      Ongoing   funds  being   spent   on  transit    to  com- 
plement   auto  garage,    etc. 

In   favor   of  project  because  will   bring   economic  and 
visual   benefits.      Can't   miss   opportunity   for   Federal 
funds. 


15.        Joseph  Doherty 
p.    1-58 


Charlestown  Resident,    109  High  Street 
In   favor  of  project  because  will    relieve  traffic  con- 
gestion,   make   city    look   better. 
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16.        Senator  Bachrach 
p.    1-60 


Representative  of  Wards   21   and    22    -  Allston   Heights   and 
Brighton,    Cambridge,    Watertown,    Belmont 
For  the  project   because  will    facilitate   traffic   flow, 
improve    aesthetics,    rejoin   city.      Problem   of  Central 
Artery  affects  all  New  England. 


17.         David   Sullivan 
p.    1-64 


Cambridge    resident,    83    Inman  Street;    Democratic  State 
Commission   for   East  Boston   and  North  End 
Opposes   Third   Harbor   Tunnel   because   would    increase 
traffic  to  East  Boston,    increase  air  pollution   and 
promote  Airport   growth.      Endorses  proposals   of  CATT   — 
capping   Logan  expansion,   ferries,   better  transit,    and 
one-way   tolls. 


18.        Barney  Frank 
p.    1-67 


U.S.   Congressman 

Supports  it   —   "an  overall   package  that  makes   sense" 


19.*      Lois   Pines 
p.    1-71 


Waban  Resident,    40    Keene  Road,    attorney 
Supports  plan  as  innovative,    sensitive,    environmen- 
tally  sound,    economic   boon,    creates   jobs.      People   at 
150   Causeway  Street  would   be  glad   to  move  —   area   is 
ugly   and    unsafe.      Have   to   take   down  Central  Artery  in 
order  to   revitalize  North  Station   area.     Need   to 
assure    special  process   for  businesses  displaced   or 
whose   business   is  disrupted   during  construction. 


RESPONSE: 

Relocation   procedures   and   benefits  are  discussed    in 
Section   4.3,    Relocation   Impacts.      As  discussed    in  this 
section,    an  extensive  process,    including   an  appeals 
procedure,    is   available    to   affected   businesses. 
Participation   by  the  public  will   be  encouraged   during 
the  design  phase  of   the  project. 


20.        Sen.   Allen  McKinnon 
p.    1-80 


Representative  -  Cohasset,   Duxbury,   Hingham,   Marshfield 
Scituate,  Weymouth 

Supports  project  —  vital  to  continued    level   of 
Boston.      Must   relieve   traffic  congestion. 


21.*     Judith  Kurland 
p.    1-83 


New  England  Medical  Center,    Director  of  Public  Affairs 
Supports  project   because  will    improve   emergency 
vehicle  access.    "Extremely  supportive."      Concerned 
that  pushcart   operations  will  be  disrupted.      South 
Boston   should  participate   in  planning. 


RESPONSE: 

Pushcart  storage  and  truck  areas  will  be  replaced  in 
the  immediate  area  of  Haymarket  both  during  and 
following  construction.   See  Section  4.4.3  for  a 
discussion  of  the  pushcart  operations. 
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Kurland  (cont'd)       The  Commonwealth  is  committed  to  a  planning  process 

which  will  elicit  ideas  and  comments  from  all  affected 
neighborhoods  and  interested  citizens. 

22.*   Budge  Upton  Cabot  Cabot  &  Forbes 

p.  1-85  Supports  Alternative  5A  Modified.   Wants  FEIS/EIR  to 

address  traffic  impacts  on  Congress  Street/Northern 
Avenue/Seaport  Avenue  connection  route.   Define  LOS 
projections  at  connector  intersections  with  Congress 
Street  and  Northern  Avenue,  the  traffic  volumes  on 
connector  road  broken  down  by  truck  versus  cars.  CCF 
will  engage  consultant  to  look  further  on  implications 
of  the  Seaport  alignment  with  respect  to  east/west 
connector. 

RESPONSE: 

These   issues   have   been  examined    in  the   FEIS/EIR. 
Refer    to  Section   4.2,    Traffic   Impacts   for   tables    on 
volume  to  capacity   and   level   of   service  and   for 
percent   of   trucks   in  peak  hour   volumes.      Also,    see 
response  to   Cabot   Cabot   &    Forbes    letter   in  FEIS/EIR 
Written   Comments    and  Responses    report. 

23.*      David    Davis  Executive   Director   of  Massport 

p.    1-87  Thinks    improvement    to  Central   Artery  good,    but   also 

need   improved    transit    to  Airport.      Favors  Alternative 
5A  Modified   —  will  allow  additional   service    to 
Logan.      Potential  to  provide  bus  service  from  North 
Station   and   Haymarket.      Against   5A   toll  plaza  and  vent 
stack  on   Airport   land;    for   toll   plaza  on  Massport    land 
in   Commonwealth  Flats.      Need   to  address   in   FEIS/EIR: 

1.  Define  construction   phasing   at  Bird    Island   Flats, 
effect    on  Logan  traffic,    maintain  full   access, 
reduce   impact  on  business,   hangers,   passengers, 
res  idents. 

2.  Connection   to  Airport   loop  —  must   be  grade 
separated . 

3.  Full    assessment  of   relocation   and  disruption  costs, 

Wants   tunnel   connections  designed   to  allow  maximum 
flexibility  to  Logan  users   —   direct  movements  between 
Central  Artery  and  existing   tunnels   under  all  move- 
ments.     Seaport    access   should   have   northbound  moves. 

RESPONSE: 

Substantially  the   same  questions    appear   in   a   letter 
from  Massport.      See    response    to   this    letter   in 
FEIS/EIR  Written   Comments  and  Responses    report. 


11    a.m.    to   3   p.m. 


Fred   Langone 
p.    1-100 


Boston  City  Councilor 

Against   project   for  disruption    it   will   cause    to  North 
End.      Disruption   will    last   15-20   years,   no  parking, 
loss  of   business,    traffic    on    local    streets,    disruption 
of   pushcarts,   Quincy  Market,      shouldn't  put   in   ventil- 
ation buildings  near   existing   tunnels.      Recommends 
construction  of  Leverett  Circle  connector,    construc- 
tion of   an   inner   belt,    and  expansion  of   rapid   transit 
to  North  and   South  Shore. 


RESPONSE: 

Councillor  Langone' s  comments  provide  an  important   and 
representative  overview  of   the  concerns   voiced   by  the 
North  End   Community. 

Construction  could    last   up   to   12   years   and  the  common- 
wealth is   committed   to  maintaining  the   stability   and 
quality   of    life   in  the  North  End   and    to  the   develop- 
ment  of  methods  to  promote   neighborhood   stability. 
Parking   spaces  displaced   from  under  the  central  Artery 
in  the  Financial  District,   Waterfront,    and  North  End 
will  be   replaced   by  the  project  prior   to  the  commence- 
ment  of  construction.      Pushcart   storage  and   truck 
areas  will  be   replaced   in  the    immediate  area  of  Hay- 
market   both  during  and  following  construction.      The 
vent   buildings  will   be   sited   in  a  manner   sensitive    to 
ambient   air   quality. 

The  additional   construction  projects   mentioned,    while 
not  directly  included    in  the  scope  of  this  project, 
represent    important   concerns   to  be  appropriately 
handled   by   EOTC. 

See  Sections   4.4.3   and   4.5.3,    for   a  discussion  of 
impacts  and  mitigating  measures   in  that   neighborhood, 
especially   replacement  parking   and  maintenance  of 
local  business  during  construction. 

A  Leverett   Circle  connector   road   was   studied   for 
several  years  in  the  1960s  and   has  been   rejected   by 
the  Commonwealth.      The  proposed  Central  Artery  Project 
in  combination   with  the  already   approved   charlestown 
Project   will  provide  for  new   ramp  connections  from   the 
Mystic  River  Bridge  and   Interstate  93   to  the  Leverett 
Circle  Area,   without  the  construction  of   an   additional 
bridge  over  the  Charles  River. 

The  Mystic  River  Bridge  did   in  fact   receive   new  bridge 
decks    in  the  mid-1970s. 
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Langone    (cont'd) 


The   reference  to   2,000   parking    spaces   between  North 
Station   and  State  Street    is   inaccurate.      In  the  North 
Station    area,    a  total   of   680    spaces   will   be  taken   by 
the  project    of  which   440   are  privately  owned.      In   addi- 
tion,   there  will   be   180    spaces   taken   temporarily   by  the 
project.      Present    city  plans   call   for   the  construction 
of  a  major  parking  garage   in  the  North  Station   area 
between  the  GSA  Building    under   construction   and   the 
present   artery  ramps.      This  garage  could  provide  for  up 
to   2,000    spaces  providing   for   a  net   increase  of  parking 
spaces    in  the  North  Station   area.      In  the  North  End, 
some   440  parking    spaces  will   be    taken  by  the  project. 
The  Commonwealth  is  committed   to   replacing   all   spaces 
before   they   are   taken   by   construction   activities. 


According  to  present  construction   staging  plans, 
neither   Salem  Street   nor   Hanover  Street   will   be 
narrowed   by  the  project.      A  section  of  Cross   Street 
between   Hanover   and   Endicott  Street   will   be   narrowed   by 
two   lanes   for  a  period  of  approximately  six   months 
during  the  construction  of   the  eastern   slurry   wall. 
This   construction   is   scheduled   to  occur  after  the  open- 
ing  of   the  New  Harbor  Tunnel,   which  will   cause   traffic 
volumes  on  Cross   Street   to  fall   by  more   than   50%. 

Reference   is  made   to  the  pollution  in  front   of 
Martignetti's  Liquor   Store.      This  data   is  contained   in 
the    FEIS/EIR  Table  49   and  demonstrates   how  the  proposed 
project  could  make  a  major   improvement   in  the   levels  of 
carbon   monoxide   concentrations   in  the  North  End. 
Reference   is  made  to   "a  100-story  ventilation   build- 
ing".     The  SDEIS/EIR  examined   the    location   of   a 
ventilation   building    some  100    feet   in   height    near   the 
location  of  the  Police  Academy  Building    on  North 
Street.      The  FEIS/EIR  proposes   a  series   of  design 
refinements   to  produce   ventilation  structures  which  can 
be   incorporated    into  the  air   right   structures  to  be 
located  over  the  Artery   at  a   variety  of   locations. 


25.*     Joseph   Matara 
p.    1-110 


Haymarket   Pushcart  Association,    President 
Construction  will  devastate   the  community.      Type  of 
excavation   proposed   —  working   artery  on  top  —  never 
done   before.      Buildings  proposed    not   in   keeping  with 
North  End  environment. 


RESPONSE: 

Careful  analysis   of  construction   staging  was  made   in 
response   to  the  critical  need   to   keep  the  Haymarket   in 
operation  during  construction.      Pushcart   storage  and 
truck  areas  will   be   replaced    in   the    immediate   area   of 
Haymarket   both  during   and  following  construction.      See 
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Matera  (cont'd) 


Section  4.4.3,  for  a  discussion  of  measures  to  miti- 
gate impacts  affecting  the  operation  and  storage  of 
Haymarket  pushcarts.  As  described  in  Section  4.4.4, 
Joint  Development,  an  ongoing  planning  process  which 
includes  the  community  will  guide  development  in  the 
new  parcels.  The  design  and  construction  of  this  pro- 
ject is  feasible.   See  supportive  Engineering  Report. 

Reference  is  made  to  the  sentence  that  the  study  uses 
"Cross  Street  and  Blackstone  Street  as  a  divider  for 
the  construction  area"  and  the  construction  phasing 
documentation  included  in  the  SDEIS/EIR  and  the 
FEIS/EIR  shows  that  the  construction  will  occur  to  the 
east  of  Blackstone  Street.   The  construction  phasing 
diagrams  included  in  the  FEIS/EIR  show  that  a  segment 
of  Cross  Street  between  Hanover  street  and  Endicott 
Street  will  be  narrowed  by  two  lanes  for  approximately 
six  months,  after  the  completion  of  the  new  Third 
Harbor  Tunnel,  which  is  expected  to  lower  traffic 
volumes  on  Cross  street  by  more  than  50%. 


26.*  Albert  Tecce 
p.  1-114 


P.A.I.N.E.D. ,  53  Salem  Street,  North  End 
Quotes  pages  from  SDEIS/EIR  which  he  states  give  proof 
of  disruption  to  neighborhood.   Same  basic  statement 
as  Councillor  Langone's.   Non-jackhammer  methods  exist 
to  redeck,  less  adverse  impact.   North  End  not  con- 
sidered a  community  by  the  city. 


RESPONSE: 

As  discussed  in  the  introduction  to  this  volume, 
appropriate  steps  will  be  taken  to  assure  the  con- 
tinuity of  activities  in  the  North  End.   Construction 
period  impacts  will  occur,  but  methods  exist  to  miti- 
gate them.   The  long-term  effects  of  the  project  will 
be  positive  in  this  community. 

Redecking  the  existing  Central  Artery  would  have 
severe  negative  effects.   See  Section  2.4  for  reasons 
for  rejection  of  the  No-Build  Alternative. 

It  is  stated  that  page  47  of  the  SDEIS/R  does  not  men- 
tion the  North  End.   This  section  of  the  SDEIS/EIR 
summarized  a  series  of  calculations  about  highway  flow 
in  the  years  1990  and  2010,  without  the  new  project. 
As  documented  on  Table  56  et  al  several  major 
intersections  in  the  Haymarket/North  End  area  were 
indeed  included  in  the  analysis.   Reference  to  these 
intersections  is  made  on  page  48. 
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Tecce    (cont'd) 


The   speaker  states   that  page   111    of   the  SDEIS/EIR 
states  that    "traffic    accident  potential    in   certain 
North  End   streets   will   be   increased".      The  SDEIS/EIR 
does   not    state   this.      Accident   calculations   included 
in  the  FEIS/EIR   for   selected    intersections    in  the  area 
show  that   the  Preferred  Alternative    is   expected    to 
decrease  local   accidents  by   approximately   15%. 
Similar   data    is  provided   in  the  SDEIS/EIR   on  Table   81. 

The   speaker   states   that   "traffic   in  the  North   End   is 
going   to  be  heavier"   and   refers   to  a   reference   on  page 
25  3  of  the  SDEIS/EIR.      On  that  page  there    is    a 
reference   that   buildings   "on  the  periphery   of   the 
North  End   District  on  North  Washington  Street   will   be 
negatively   affected    by   some   increase    in   traffic". 
Traffic   is   expected    to    increase  on  North  Washington 
Street   in   the   block   between  New  Chardon  Street   and 
Cooper  Street,   from  which  point   northbound   traffic 
will   use  a  new  surface  arterial  northbound   to  Causeway 
Street.      Traffic  volumes   on  North  Washington   Street 
from  Cooper  Street   to  Causeway  Street   are  projected   to 
decrease.      Traffic   is    also  expected    to  decrease  on 
Causeway  Street,   Commercial  Street   and  Cross  Street. 
Traffic   is  projected    to   increase  on  Hanover  Street. 
Overall,    there  will  be  a   reduction  of   traffic    on  North 
End   streets   as  documented   in  the  FEIS/EIR. 

Reference   is  made   to  the   loss  of  parking  facilities 
during  construction.      The  Commonwealth  has  made  a  firm 
commitment    to    replace  all    of   the  parking   spaces   taken 
by  the  project.      The  FEIS/EIR  notes   that   the   Common- 
wealth  is  currently  examining  the  construction  of  two 
new  garages   both  on    land  publicly  owned.      One  garage 
would   be   located   on  the  west   side  of   the  present 
Central  Artery  at  Haymarket  Square  over  the  Green   Line 
tracks  between   Haverhill  Street  and  Canal  street. 
Another  site  under  construction   lies  to  the  east   of 
the  Central  Artery   on    land   currently  owned   by  the 
Boston  Redevelopment  Authority   and   used   as  an  off-ramp 
loop  frcm   the   northbound  Central  Artery. 

Construction  of  these  two  garages   would  more   than 
replace   the    440    spaces  being   taken   in  the  North  End 
area. 

The  Commonwealth  has  never  proposed   using   school  yards 
as  parking  facilities. 

At   no  location  does   the   SDEIS/EIR  ever  state  that   the 
North  End    community  has    only   a   50%   chance  of    survival. 
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27.*     Antonio  DiMambro  North  End   Resident,    161   Endicott   Street 

p.    1-124  EIS/EIR   doesn't  define    long-range    impacts   or  define 

future   development.      Mitigating  measures    loosely 
defined   and    no   enforcement    specified.      Needs   to   be 
looked    at.      Central  Artery  work   will    accelerate 
change.      Must   have  North   End   residents  participate    in 
decision-making   process   for  all  phases   of  Artery 
project: 

1.  North   End   Forum  —  what   is    future  of  North  End? 

2.  Make   new  parcels  benefit  North  End. 

3.  North   End  must   hire  own  consultants   paid    by   state. 

4.  Detailed  memo  of    understanding  between   city,    state 
and  North  End  guaranteeing  mitigating  measures. 
State   must    commit    to  study    long-term  effects   of 
project.      State  will   pick  up   tab   if  community 
decides   to   sue. 

RESPONSE: 

This   statement   identifies   several  critical   issues   for 
the  North  End.      Some  are    touched    in  an   introduction   to 
this   volume,    and   all   are   included    in  the   response   to 
the    submitted   written  statement.      See   the   response   to 
this   statement   in  FEIS/EIR  Written  Comments   and 
Responses    report. 

28.*     Nelson  Visconti  North  End  Resident 

p.    1-31  Wants  pedestrian   ramp  at  Callahan  Tunnel. 

RESPONSE: 

This   statement   currently  identifies   a  critical   exist- 
ing hazardous   situation.      As  a   result   of   this  project, 
pedestrians   crossing  at  the  Callahan  Tunnel  will   not 
have    to  pass  through  traffic;    traffic  will  be 
separated   from  the  pedestrian  path.      This  will 
increase   safety   in  this   area. 
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2  9.*     James    Sullivan 
p.    2-3 


Chairman,    Boston   Chamber   of  Commerce 
Set    up   Business  Task   Force    to  study  EIS  with  a 
Technical  Advisory  Committee.      Cy  Mintz,   Stephen 
Varga,   Don  Goldberg,  Philip  Bonanno,   Kevin  Lynch, 
James   Brown,   Bruce  Campbell,    Harold  Fodden   and  William 
Rizzo  are   members  of  Technical  Advisory  Committee.      He 
also  named  members  of  the  Task   Force    (pg.   2-8)   —  will 
submit   a   report   to   the  Governor. 


RESPONSE: 

This    report  was  submitted    and   receives   a   response   in 

FEIS/EIR  Written  Comments   and  Responses    report. 


30  .*     Michael  Deluty 
p.   2-11 


Waterfront  Businessman  near   Expressway 

1.  How  will  Waterfront  piles/watertable   be  maintained 
during  construction? 

2.  How  will   damage   be  prevented? 

3.  What  will   happen  because  of  vibration  of  trucks 
over  steel  plates? 

4.  How  much  of  traffic  on  Central  Artery  is  through 
traffic?   —   Suggests   tunnel   coastline   route  along 
Boston  Waterfront   instead  of   a  depressed   Central 
Artery. 


Wants  Third  Harbor  Tunnel  done  first   before   Central 
Artery.      Feels   Central  Artery  problems    solved   by  Third 
Harbor  Tunnel. 

RESPONSE: 

The  slurry  wall   procedure  for   lateral  support   is   the 
preferred   system  for  maintaining  water  tables   under 
adjacent  buildings  during  construction.     Since  many  of 
these   buildings   are   supported   on   wood  piles,   ground- 
water drawdown  outside  the  excavation  will   be  moni- 
tored  and   minimized.      If    it    is  determined   that   action 
is  necessary,   well   points  can  be  dug  to  either  pump  or 
recharge  depending    on  need.      Subsequent   studies   during 
preliminary  design  will   be  conducted    to  establish 
actual    limits   of   expected   settlements  and   which  form 
of  protection   is  to   be  employed.      See   Section   5  of  the 
Supportive  Engineering  Report. 

The  vibration   from  trucks   is  not  considered    signifi- 
cant.     Steel  plates   are   not   going   to  be  used.   Rather, 
reinforced    concrete  decks   will   be  used   during 
construction. 

The  FEIS/EIR   includes   a  comprehensive  discussion   of 
the    subject    vibration,    including   vibration   during  the 
construction   phases,    in   Section   4.8. 
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De  lu  ty    ( con  t '  d ) 


This   concept,    known  as  the   "pier   tip  by-pass"    (also 
known   as   the  Fourth   Harbor   Tunnel),    has  been    revealed 
to   have   serious  engineering   problems  due    to  a  conflict 
between   the   existing  Blue  Line/ Callahan  and   Sumner 
Tunnels.      Such  a   Fourth  Harbor   Tunnel  would  either   go 
under   or   over   these   existing   tunnels.      If   the   new 
tunnel  were   to  go  over   the  existing   tunnels,    the   top 
of   the   new   tunnel   box    would   be   only    10   feet   below    low 
water,   which  would  pose  a   serious  problem  for  both 
navigation  and  ecological   functions.      If   the  new 
tunnel  were   to  go  under  the  existing  Sumner  and 
Callahan  Tunnels,    the  deep  bore   loop  would   be   some  150 
feet  below  water  which  would   cause  a   very  serious 
problem    to  both   navigation  and    to  the  ecological   func- 
tioning  of  the  harbor. 


While   the   tunnel    is  designed    to  have   eight    lanes   of 
through  capacity    in  most   segments,    the  tunnel   is   in 
fact    10    lanes  wide.      It    was    rejected   because  of 
environmental,    engineering  and   access   issues.      See 
Section   2.3.1. 


31.        Oscar  DeStefano 
p.   2-19 


North  End  Businessman   -  Cafe  Paradiso 
Needs  Artery  as  barrier. 


During  the  construction  process   all  major  pedestrian 
connections  between  the  North  End   and   the  Government 
Center/Financial  District  area  will   be   kept   in  opera- 
tion  in  order   to   minimize   the    impact   of   foot   traffic 
into  the  North  End. 


32.*     Theodore  Barr 
p.    2-22 


Resident  of  Hanover  Street 

Concerned   about  adequacy  and    location  of   replacement 

parking,    adequate  compensation. 


RESPONSE: 

Parking  displaced   from  under  the  Central  Artery  in  the 

Financial  District,   Waterfront,   and  North  End  will  be 

replaced    by  the  project  prior  to  the  commencement   of 

construction. 

Businesses  directly  affected   by  takings  as  a   result   of 
the  project   are  eligible  for   relocation   compensation. 
An  appeals  process  exists  for   those  businesses  which 
disagree  with  the   initial   monetary  determinations. 
See   Section   4.3.5,    Massachusetts   Department   of  Public 
Works  Relocation  Procedures. 


33.  < 


Elisa   Gomez 
p.   2-23 


Resident   and   Retailer   in  North   End 

"Plan    is   an  atrocity."      Only  benefits   commuters. 

will   become  of   the  Freedom  Trail? 


What 


15 


Volume   II    -    3   p.m.    to  6:  30    p.m. 


Gomez    (cont'd) 


RESPONSE: 

North  End   businesses  must   be  able   to  count   on   an  unin- 
terrupted  flow  of   customers,    and    construction  staging 
will   give  the  highest  priority   to  this   concern.      Major 
pedestrian    routes  will  be   maintained   during   construc- 
tion;   this   includes   the  Freedom  Trail.      In  the   long- 
term,   pedestrian  paths  between  the  North  End   and   other 
parts  of  the  city  will   be  more  open   and   attractive. 
See  Section   4.5.3. 


34.        Bill   Steffens 
p.   2-25 


Transportation  Project  Manager  at  Old  Colony  Planning 
Council,    Brockton 

Third   Harbor   Tunnel  critical  to  the    region,    Central 
Artery  critical   to   relieving   region's   traffic 
problem.      Must  be  done  together. 


35.*     Nicholas  Contos 
p.   2-27 


RES  PON  SE : 

Under  the   staging   plans   described    in  the   FEIS/EIR,    the 
new  Third  Harbor  Crossing   would   be   completed   before 
the  completion  of  construction   of  the  Central  Artery 
element  of   the  project. 

South  Boston   Resident   and   Businessman 

No  Name  Restaurant 

Against  Third  Harbor  Tunnel;    fears  will  cut  South 

Boston   in  half.     Will   hurt  merchants   —   to  experience 

construction   —   should   have  ferry  service. 

RESPONSE: 

See    response  to  Mr.   Contos'    letter,   FEIS/EIR  Written 

Comments   and  Responses    report. 


36.        Larry  DiCara 
p.    2-30 


Boston   City  Councillor 

In   support   of  the  project  —   5A  Modified   --  solves 
traffic   problem.      Critical   to  future  growth   in 
region.      Redecking  will  cause  serious  traffic  snarls. 
Favors   5A  Modified. 


37.        Joseph  Capola 
p.   2-38 


North   End  Resident,    172    Endicott  Street 
Favors   the  project. 


38.        Rose  Giambollo 
p.   2-38 


North  End    resident 

Favors   the  project  —  need    to  depress   Central  Artery 
and  build  Third  Harbor  Tunnel  to   reduce   traffic. 
"Have  faith   in  Secretary  Salvucci." 


39.        Michael  Capizzi 
p.   2-40 


Former  North  End  Resident,   now  lives   in  Wakefield 
Supports   the  project,   North  End   needs   the  project. 
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40 . *     Robert   Lowe 
p.   3-3 


North  End  Resident,    100    Commercial   Street 
Need  detailed    study   of   water   tables. 


41.*  Emily  Pugliano 
p.  3-4 


RESPONSE: 

A  detailed   evaluation   of    slurry  wall   construction    and 
possible    impacts    on   the  water   tables    in   the  project 
area  are  contained    in   Section   5   of   the   Supportive 
Engineering   Report. 

North  End  Neighborhood   Task   Force;    Member,    City   of 
Boston  Environmental   Commission 

Too  many  unresolved   issues  to  endorse  present   EIS/EIR. 
Need   written  and    legal   guarantees   to  protect    com- 
munities   affected    by   construction   period    impacts.      The 
community  must    survive.      Guarantees    address:      jobs, 
relocation  costs,   parking   and   traffic  regulations,    tax 
and   insurance  adjustments.      Developable   land   created 
is  North   End    land. 

RESPONSE: 

The  several  critical   issues   addressed   in  this   state- 
ment  are   responded   to    in  part   in  the   introduction   to 
this   volume.      Also,    the  Task  Force   submitted    a  written 
version  of   this  statement.      See   FEIS/EIR  Written 
Comments   and  Responses    report   for  a   response  to  these 
comments. 


4  2.*     Jeff  Morgan 
p.    3-7 


Sierra  Club,    3  Joy  Street,    Boston 

Supports   Central  Artery  with   reservations  and  opposes 

Third  Harbor  Tunnel. 


1.  Why   is    a   surface  artery  needed? 

2.  Who  will  pay  for   the  foundations;   how  tall  will 
new  buildings  be? 

3.  Need  more  greenspace.      Should  be  part   of  develop- 
ment   land . 

4.  Central  Artery  conflicts  with  CSO  and  West  Side 
interceptor. 

5.  How  will   traffic  be  controlled   once   it    arrives   at 
the  Airport? 

6.  Consider   regional   airports  to  divert   commercial 
traffic    from  Logan. 

7.  Need    analyses   of  transit   access   to  Logan.      Sierra 
Club  will   oppose  Third  Harbor  Tunnel    unless 
include  planning   for  new  public  transit. 

Need   additional  public   participation  and  provisions 
for  UD  controls  of  highway  engineering,    design  con- 
trol and   street   and  open   spaces,   design   control   of 
joint  development. 
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Morgan  (cont'd) 


RESPONSE: 

These  questions  are  also  raised  in  a  letter  from  the 
Sierra  Club;  this  testimony  is  excerpted  from  that 
letter.   See  response  to  letter  FEIS/EIR  Written 
Comments  and  Responses  report. 


4  3.*   Gina  Boland 
p.  3-13 


North  End  Resident,  172  Endicott  Street 

Favors  project,  but  needs  guarantees  against  impacts, 

need  parking. 


44.*   Elaine  Wilson 
p.  3-14 


RESPONSE: 

The  Commonwealth  will  include  specifications  within 
the  construction  documents  for  measures  to  mitigate 
impacts.   Also,  see  response  to  written  statement  of 
Emily  Pugliano  of  the  North  End  Neighborhood  Task 
Force,  FEIS/EIR  Written  Comments  and  Responses  report, 
regarding  legal  guarantees. 

North  End  Resident,  14th  Street;  Director,  North  End 
End  Community  Health  Center 

Need  more  analysis  of  noise,  pollution,  traffic 
problems,  water  tables  before  any  decision  made. 
Suburbs  will  benefit  most. 


RESPONSE: 

These  concerns  have  been  raised  by  a  number  of  North 
End  residents  and  the  Commonwealth  shares  these  con- 
cerns.  A  discussion  of  these  concerns  appears  in  the 
introduction  to  this  volume. 

The  FEIS/EIR  includes  discussions  of  noise  and  air 
pollution,  traffic  problems  and  water  table  issues  in 
Sections  4.8,  4.7  and  4.2;  Section  5  of  the  Supportive 
Engineering  Report  includes  further  information. 

Responses  to  issues  such  as  noise,  pollution,  and 
other  construction  impacts  will  be  developed  in  detail 
during  the  design  phase,  with  participation  by  the 
public. 


45.   Walter  McLaughlin 
p.  3-16 


Owns  property  on  State  Street  block 

Historic  property  cutoff  from  water  by  Artery. 

Supports  project  because  will  restore  old  buildings  to 

waterfront. 


46.   John  Vitagliano 
p.  3-17 


Represents  Boston  Traffic  &  Parking  Department 
North  End  has  some  legitimate  concerns.   Department 
will  work  to  answer  these  concerns.  Will  protect 
North  End  from  construction  equipment.   Generally 
supports  the  project. 
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47, 


48, 


49. 


50, 


Roland  Orlandi 
p.    3-20 


Gary  Ruben 
p.    3-28 


Anthony  Cataldo 
p.    3-29 


Jim  Rowes 
p.    3-31 


North   End   Resident,    120    Commercial   Street 

Law   office,    141  Tremont   Street 

Supports  depressing  Central  Artery,    need    to    improve 

area  near   Central  Artery,    restore  neighborhood. 

Works    in  downtown  Boston,    36  5  Franklin    Street 
Concerned    about  driving    slow   in   tunnel   and  psychologi- 
cal  effects.      Feels  cost   of  project  will    rise  above 
estimated    costs.      Wonders   if  a  major   road    is   appropri- 
ate  in  the  center  of  the  city. 

North  End  Resident;    Director,   Environmental   Health   for 
Boston    and   President   of  Casa   Maria 

Favors  depressing   Central  Artery   and    speaks   for    resi- 
dents  of  Casa    Maria.      No   homes   will    be  taken.      Redeck- 
ing  the  artery   would  have   too  great   a  traffic    impact 
and  not  gain   anything. 

Resident   of  Salem 

Affected    by  traffic   in   city.      Supports  depression   of 
Central  Artery.      North  End   will  be   enhanced.      Does   not 
support  Third  Harbor  Tunnel,   would   rather  see   better 
public  transit.      Should   also   spend   money  to  cleanup 
North  and  South  Stations. 


Albert  Tecce 

p.    3-33 

Second   statement 

Adding  to   earlier 

comments 

See  Vol.    1 


North  End  Resident 

Project  will  psychologically  force  people  out  of  their 
homes   in  North  End  and    cause  a  deterioration   in  the 
quality   of   life.      States  that  no  facts  produced    that 
North  End   will    improve  with   the  project. 

RESPONSE: 

This   and  other  statements   from  North  End   residents 
comment    on   the   threat    to  the   quality   of    life    in  the 
neighborhood.      Analysis   of  both  long-term  and   con- 
struction period   impacts   has  dealt   with   these  con- 
cerns.     Section   4.4.3,    Land   Use  Impacts    includes  dis- 
cussion of  the  positive  effects    on  the  North  End. 
These    issues    are  also  discussed    in   the    introduction   to 
this   volume. 


51.*  John  DiLorenzo 
p.  3-35 


As   stated    in  both  the  SDEIS/EIR  and   FEIS/EIR,    no   homes 
or   residences  will  be   taken  by  this  project  anywhere. 

East   Boston  Resident 

A  Third  Harbor  Tunnel  will  not   relieve  problems;   where 

will  all  the  people   in  a   tunnel  go?      Only   adding  an 

opportunity    for   traffic  to  spillover  onto   local 

streets. 
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DiLorenzo    (cont'd) 


RESPONSE: 

Traffic  analysis   to  the  year    20  10    indicates  no  addi- 
tional action   in   the   vicinity  of  Route   1A   is  necessary 
and   none   is  presently  anticipated.      Traffic  analysis 
also    indicates    local  street   traffic  will  be   reduced  as 
a   result   of  the  project.      See   Section   4.2,   Traffic 
Impacts. 


52.        Marie  Cargill 
p.    3-4  2 


CATT,    East   Boston  Resident 

Briefly  summarized    creation   of  CATT    (Coalition  Against 

a  Third  Tunnel) 


53.*      Mary  Ellen  Welch 
p.    3-4  2 


CATT,    East   Boston  Resident 

Opposes   Third  Harbor   Tunnel  because  feels  will    encour- 
age Airport   growth  at  expense  of  better  public 
transit.      Feels  should  explore   improved    Central  Artery 
and   access    to  existing  tunnels;   permanent   one-way 
toll;    improved   mass   transit   and   incentives;    satellite 
parking;    ferry  system;   and   cap   on  Airport   growth. 


RESPONSE: 

The  testimony  of  Mary  Ellen  Welch,    Marie  Cargill, 
Robert  Edding,    the   representative  of  East   Boston  Fair 
Share,   Robert  Dimingo,   James   Casey,   and  Lucie  Parano 
provides   a  comprehensive   view  of  the   specific   concerns 
of  members  of  this   group.      That  testimony  appears   ver- 
batim in   a   letter   submitted   by  CATT.      It  and  the 
response  are   in  the  FEIS/EIR  Written  Comments   and 
Responses    report. 


54. 


Ray  Flynn 
p. 3-51 


Boston   City   Councillor   speaking   for   CATT 
Favors  depression  of  Central  Artery  but   opposes  Third 
Harbor   Tunnel  because  of   impacts  to  East  Boston. 
Feels  money  better   spent    on   improving   existing  bridges 
and   roads. 


55. 


Mel  King 
p.    3-53 


Mayoral   candidate 

Opposes   project.      Feels  that  there  should  be  balanced 
development  and  decentralized  growth.      Feels   federal 
dollars   are   dictating  the   kind  of  project  the   state 
will  do. 


Marie  Cargill 
p.   3-57 
Continues   comment 


CATT  making  this  presentation   in   spirit   of  cooperation 
and   to  convince  officials   and  technicians  of  CATT's 
solutions . 
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56.*     Robert   Edding 
p.    3-58 


Vice   President,   Jeffries   Point  Harborside  Neighborhood 
Association    speaking   for   CATT 
Asks    a  series    of  questions: 


2. 
3. 


7. 

8. 
9. 

10, 

11. 

12, 


13. 


14, 


15, 


Adverse    impacts    on   wetlands   and  marine    life  at 
fabrication    site    in   Lynn   —    these   need    to   be 
studied  more. 

Must  develop  a   regional  mass   transit    system. 
What    is   the   content   of   dredged  material  and    what 
route  and  method  of  conveyance  will   be  used    to 
transport   it   out  of   area? 

Report   is   too    judgmental;    no  adequate   data   for 
assumptions. 

Water  seepage   not   adequately  addressed;    what   will 
happen    to   10,000  gallons  of   sanitary   sewage? 
Need    to   redo  traffic  studies   with  one-way  tolls  in 
p  la  ce . 

Would  expanding  mass   transit   provide  more    jobs 
than   road    construction? 
Has    relocation  been  studied? 

Cost   and   amount   of   energy  for   lighting  and   ventil- 
ation  not    adequately   addressed. 

How  and   where  will  the  excavate  from  the  project 
be  disposed? 

Why  does  Alternative  6  provide  for  a   future  Third 
Harbor  Tunnel? 

Alternative  1  does  not  include   improvements  to 
Callahan/Sumner   approaches  and  Cross  Street;    it 
should. 

Should   address  two-way  tunnel   to  Airport   in 
FEIS/EIR. 

Investigate   increased    tolls  on  existing  tunnels  to 
provide  free  use  stickers   to  East   Boston   resi- 
dents;   investigate  effect  on  traffic. 
Provide   incentive  for  mass  transit   use   to  Airport. 


RESPONSE: 

As  noted    above,    see   response  to   CATT   letter,    FEIS/EIR 

Written  Comments   and  Responses    report. 


57.*     Representative  of 
East   Boston  Fair 
Share,   p.    3-62 


Understands  that  Alternatives   2  and   4  are   rejected   but 
because   they  are  still    in  study   feel  they  must   be 
addressed.      Some  comments   and  questions    are  listed 
regarding    impacts   to  the  neighborhood.     Also   read 
statement   from  East  Boston  Fair  Share  which  opposes 
tunnel;    requests  clear  position  of  FHWA   on   connection 
between   funding   of  tunnel  and  Central  Artery  project. 
The  group  also  protests  that   the  hearings   are  held    in 
Faneuil   Hall  which   is  not   handicapped    accessible. 
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Rep/ East  Boston 
Fair   Share    (cont'd) 


58.*     Robert   Dimingo 
p.    3-66 


RESPONSE: 

See    response  to   CATT   letter,    FEIS/EIR  Written   Comments 

and  Responses    report. 

Speaking   for  CATT 

1.  Under  Alternatives   3,    5   and   3A,    Memorial   Stadium 
will  be  disrupted;    what  provisions  have   been  made 
for   its   users? 

2.  The   vent   structure  and   toll  plaza  will    increase 
air  pollution. 

3.  New  traffic   to   the  Airport   will    lead    to  new    road 
construction   to  C-l. 

4.  Fort   Point  Channel  will  be  adversely   affected. 

5.  How  will    vibration  damage   be  assessed    and 
compensated? 

6.  Blue   Line  expansion   not   allowed    for   or  addressed, 
and  how  will  the  Blue  Line  be  affected   by 
construction? 

7„      Impacts    on    water   quality   in  Jeffries   Cove   during 
and   after   construction   not  addressed. 


Marie  Cargill 

p. 3-69 

Continues   comment 


RESPONSE: 

See   response  to  CATT   letter,   FEIS/EIR  Written  Coimients 

and  Responses    report. 

Continues   with  conments   on   5A. 

1.  Traffic    impacts    on  East   Boston  of  the  additional 
17,000   cross   harbor  trips  not  discussed. 

2.  Higher   tolls   on   the   new   tunnels  will   force  people 
to  use  the  existing. 

3.  If   fewer  people  use  the  existing   tunnels,    there 
will  be  a   loss   of   revenue. 

4.  The  project   will   cause  fewer  people    to   take   the  T. 


Alternative   5A  Modified: 

1.  This   is  not   listed    in  the   summary. 

2.  Major    impact   categories   are  not   covered   for  this 
alternative;   when   and   in  what  form  will   they  be 
addressed? 

3.  Temporary   relocation   of  Eastern  Airlines  must  be 
addressed.      Will  this  mean   a  separate  study?     Will 
this  become  a  permanent   facility? 

4.  Will  the  problems  with  dust,  duration  and  safety 
make  this  alternative  impossible  to  construct  at 
the  Airport? 

5.  Will   harmful  substances   be  used   during 
construction? 

6.  Negative   impacts   on   BIF  development  must   be 
addressed  and  mitigated. 
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Cargill    (cont'd)  7.      Is  this    a  new   alternative?     Why   are   there  four 

lanes  when   only  two  are  needed? 

8.  Route  1A  can  not   handle    the   traffic  to   be 
generated . 

9.  Additional  work  must   review  closure  of  Porter  and 
Wagoner  Streets   to  Logan;    relocation  of  Airport 
business   to   Logan;    reuse  of  East   Boston    land   for 
compatible  uses;    solution   to  Day  Square   traffic 
problems;    eliminate  non-local  traffic  from  East 
Boston  streets. 

10.  More  analysis    of  the   vent   stack   is   necessary;    how 
damaging  will    emissions  be? 

11.  What   are  the  potential   4(f)    impacts  to  the   stadium? 

12.  What  are  the  effects  of  the  construction  phase; 
will  the  third  tunnel  become  the  Central  Artery 
while   the   new   artery   is  being  built? 

RESPONSE: 

See   response  to  CATT   letter,    FEIS/EIR  Written  Comments 

and  Responses    report. 

59.*     James   Casey  Globe  Street   Citizens    Committee   speaking   for  CATT 

p.   3-74 

1.  What   additional  meetings  will   be  held   and   will 
updated  timely   information  be  distributed? 

2.  The   information   as  presented   was  too  technical  and 
confusing. 

3.  There  was  not  enough   time  for   adequate   review. 

4.  September    30  deadline  for    one  or   both  projects 
needs   to   be  clarified. 

5.  How  will  pollutants   from  cleaning  tunnel  be  washed 
away;   what  methods  will  be  used? 

6.  Alternatives   5  and   5A  need   to  be   tested   for  water 
quality   and   sediments   and  effect  on  marine  life. 

7.  Land   use   must   be  more  deeply  studied   for   5  and   5A. 

8.  What   are  the   business   impacts:      losses  during  con- 
struction and  possible  compensation;   will   city   get 
the  development   land;   will   the  public  have  parti- 
cipation  input? 

9.  What   are  the  4(f)    impacts   and  mitigating  measures? 

10.  Traffic    impacts    on  Herald   Street  and   East   Berkeley 
Street   not   adequately  addressed. 

11.  Will  displaced  parking    in  North  End  and  downtown 
be   replaced    and  will   temporary  parking/shuttle 
service  be  available   during  construction? 

12.  Is   a  Storrow  Drive  connector  assumed? 

13.  Who  approves  use  of   tunnel  by  hazardous   cargo  and 
will   this   project  be  used   by  such  cargos? 

How  will   this  cargo  be   handled   on    local  streets? 

14.  What   are  the   impacts   if  the  Third  Harbor  Tunnel 
were   built   after  the  Central  Artery? 
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Casey  (cont'd) 


15.  The  new  surface  artery  will  become  a  major  high- 
way; this  has  not  been  addressed. 


RESPONSE: 

See   response  to  CATT   letter,    FEIS/EIR  Written  Comments 

and  Responses    report. 


60.*     Lucie  Parano 
p.    3-78 


Speaker   for  CATT 

1.  How  and   who  will   clean,    control   and  monitor  the 
ventilation  buildings? 

2.  How  is   "acceptable"    defined?      Is   it    a  federal 
standard? 

3.  CO  and  NO2  measurements  were  taken   under   ideal 
cond  it  ions. 

4.  The  study  makes   assumptions   about  aesthetics  which 
should  be   left   to  the  community. 

5.  What  will   the   new   low   level  bridges    look    like  from 
Beacon  Hill,    the  Charles   River,   and   what   will  be 
their  effects,    such  as  shadows,    on   MDC  park   land 
plans? 

6.  The  visual   affect  on  Port  Point  Channel  must  be 
addressed . 

7.  The   design  of  the   vent   buildings  need    to   be 
addressed   now  before  the  design  stage. 


RESPONSE: 

See    response  to   CATT   letter,    FEIS/EIR  Written   Comments 

and  Responses    report. 


61.*     Gina    Scalcione 
p.   3-80 


CATT  Member,    East  Boston  Resident 
A  third  harbor   tunnel  will  destroy  East   Boston. 
Airport   growth  needs  to   be  limited.      The  Airport   and 
tunnel    only  benefit   the   suburbs. 


RESPON  SE : 

These   important  issues   were   raised   by  a  number  of  East 
Boston   residents.      The  Commonwealth    is   committed   to 
working   on  the  problem  of  Airport   growth  by  encourag- 
ing the  development  of    satellite  airports   in  the 
region,    sound   reduction  measures  by  Massport,   and   con- 
trol  of   off -Airport  development   of  Airport-related 
business.      See  the   introduction   to  this   volume  and 
Section    1.3.2   of  the    FEIS/EIR. 


62  .  *     Samue  1  DePau  lo 
p.   3-82 


Represents   Boston   Typographical  Union  No.    13 
The  union  opposes  the  proposed  third   tunnel.        More 
jobs   can  be  gained   from  repairing   roads   and   improving 
transit.      Most   of   tunnel  fabrication  will  be   done  out 
of   state.      Long-term  economic   impacts  of  a  tunnel  have 
not  been   addressed. 
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DePaulo    (cont'd) 


RESPONSE: 

These    issues   were  also   raised    in   a  letter  submitted    by 
the  Union.      See   response    to   this    letter,    FEIS/EIR 
Written  Comments   and   Responses    report. 


63.*     Paul  Marquis 
p.    3-84 


Represents  East   Boston   Harbors ide  Community  School 
Speaker   for   CATT 

Opposes   third    tunnel.      Health  will  be  affected    due    to 
increased    air  pollution,    quality   of    life  will   be 
r  edu  ced . 


Marie  Cargill 

p.  3-85 

Continues   comment 


RESPONSE: 

See    response  to  a   letter  sent   by  the  community   school 
which  raises   these   issues,    FEIS/EIR  Written   Comments 
and  Responses    report. 

Wraps   up  for  CATT   saying  the  state    should   have 
more  participation   in   all  transportation  projects. 


64.*     John   Kincaid 
p.   3-86 


Director  of  Sales    &  Services   for   Eastern  Airlines 
Supports   a  third  harbor   tunnel  but   wants  assurances 
that   reservation   center,    air   freight   building,    and 
underground   fuel   tanks  will  be   relocated   without 
interruption   of   operation.      Temporary  concourses  must 
also  be  provided.      Eastern  will  not  pay   for  any  of 
these  activities    resulting   from  construction.      Also 
concerned    about  dust  and  dirt    on  engines. 


RESPONSE: 

See   response  to  a   letter   from  Eastern  Airlines   in 
which   these   issues  are   raised,    FEIS/EIR  Written 
Comments   and  Responses    report. 


65.        Cervan  Towfig 
p.    3-90 


Medford  Resident,    51   Concord  Avenue 

Believes  that  additional  access  to  Airport   could  be 

made   from  Tobin  Bridge. 


66.*  Robert  Cappucci 
p.  3-91 


Candidate  for   District   1  City   Council 
If   a  third   tunnel    is  built,    it    should    surface  on  BIF 
and  provide  for   better  passenger  drop-off  and  pick-up. 
For  the  Central  Artery,    communities  must  have   input 
and   a  gymnasium,   open  space  and  cultural  center   for 
the  North  End    should   be  provided   on  the   new   land 
parcels.      Rent   subsidies   should  be  given  to  needy 
residents  of  the  North  End   to  fight  off   condominium 
conversion. 


RESPON  SE : 

The  Preferred   Alternative  provides   a  tunnel  through 

Bird   Island  Flats. 
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Cappucci    (cont'd)  As  described    in   Section   4.4.4,    Joint   Development,    a 

planning   process  which    includes   the   communities 
affected    will   be   initiated    as  soon    as  the  project   is 
approved.      This  process   will    encourage   the  development 
of  methods   to    insure   stability    in  the  affected 
communities. 


Hearing   adjourned   at   10   p.m. 


26 


Volume   IV   -    11    a.m.    to   3   p.m. 


67  .        Marvin   Miller 
p.    4-21 


Chairman,    JRTC 

Group  has    worked    closely  with  state  and   hopes    review 
process   will   continue.      Endorses   entire  project  as  way 
of    improving    life   in   Boston. 


68  .*     William  Geary 
p.    4-25 


Commissioner,    MDC 

Supports  project,    will    help   to   reduce   accidents, 
improve   safety,    reduce  hours  MDC  police  have   to  devote 
to  accidents.      Concerned    over   possible    effects   on   MDC 
Charles   River  park    land   but   benefits   of  depressed 
artery  will   outweigh  drawbacks. 


RESPON  SE : 

See   response  to  a   letter  sent  by  the  MDC,   FEIS/EIR 

Written   Comments   and  Responses    report. 


69.        Thcmas  Charles   Barry 
p.    4-3  2 


Secretary  of  Public   Safety 

Supports  project.      Feels  it   will    improve   safety; 
breakdown    lane  will   facilitate   movement  making    it 
easier  to  move  disabled    cars;   will  divert   traffic  from 
North  End;   eliminate  confusing  situation  under  exist- 
ing artery. 


7  0.        Joseph  Rubino 
p.    4-34 


Standex/Harding  Company,    335    B   Street,   South   Boston 
Opposes  Alternative   5A  Modified   with  alignment  through 
Commonwealth  Flats  because   it   will   take  this 
property.      The  company  requires   a   central    location  and 
fears   it    will   be  unable    to  find    suitable    replacement 
parcel   due   to   heavy  machinery  nature  of  business. 


71.*     John   Lark  in  Thompson 
p.   4-36 


President,    Massachusetts   Blue   Shield 
Alternative   5A   appears   feasible.      He  presumes  disrup- 
tion of  business  will   be  further  addressed    as   research 
continues.      Should  proceed   with  both  a   tunnel  and 
depressed   artery. 


RESPON  SE : 

Work   will  continue    into  the  design  phase  to  develop 
methods   to   mitigate  potential   adverse    impacts   on  the 
business  community.      Commitments  by  the   Commonwealth 
to   restrict    construction  vehicles   to  construction 
roads,    replace  parking  displaced   by  the  project  from 
under  the  Artery  prior   to  the  start  of   construction, 
and  maintain  pedestrian  paths  will  contribute  to 
reduce   the  adverse  effects   on  business.      The  Common- 
wealth will    explore  mechanisms  to  minimize  business 
impacts  and   will  work  with  the   city   in  this  effort. 
The  goal    is  to  assure   the  continued   operation  of   all 
business. 
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72.*     Kathy  Simon  Executive  Director,    East  Boston  Chamber   of  Commerce 

p.   4-39  Favors  Alternative   5A  Modified.      Include  permanent 

one-way  toll    in   study.      Should   have   tokens   which  would 
speed   traffic   flow. 

RESPON  SE : 

One-way  tolls  have   been   adopted    by  the   Massachusetts 
Turnpike  Authority  and  as   such   would   be  part   of  this 
project.      Implementation  of   other  concepts   such  as  a 
program  for   tokens   would  have   to  be   resolved   by  the 
Massachusetts  Turnpike  Authority.      See   Section   6, 
Legal   and  Financial   Considerations. 

Louis  Russo  East   Boston  Resident 

p.    4-42  Feels  there   should   be  a    binding   referendum   to  determine 

Second   statement  whether   or   not    there    should   be   a  new   tunnel. 

See  Vol.    1 

73.*     Joseph  Mullaney  Senior  Vice   President,   Gillette 

p.   4-43  Gillette  favors   traffic    improvements,   but   not   the  ones 

studied    in  EIS  because  of  the  potential    impacts   on 
water  displacement,   disruption  of   operations   due   to 
vibration   and   interrupted    access   to  facility,   effect 
on  expansion  plans,   and    loss  of  storage   tank  capa- 
city.     Modifications   to   mitigate  problems   should  be 
looked   at    in    FEIS/EIR. 

RESPONSE: 

Concerns    raised   by  Gillette   led    to  extensive  meetings 
between  the  Joint  Venture  and   the  Gillette  Company. 
As   a   result,   elements   have   been   incorporated    into  the 
design   which   respond   to  the  company's   concerns   and 
operational  needs.      See   Section   4.4,    Land  Ose  Impacts 
and    response    to  Gillette's    letter,    FEIS/EIR  Written 
Comments   and  Responses    report. 

74.*     Dr.    Steven  Pou los  Geotech  Engineers,   Consultant   for  Gillette 

p.    4-49  Offers  some  modifications   to  Alternative   5A  Modified 

which   would  make  the  alignment  more    satisfactory  to 
Gillette. 

RESPON  SE : 

As   a   result  of   extensive  meetings,   modifications   to 
the  design  of   the  Preferred  Alternative  have  been  made 
which  are   satisfactory  to  the  Gillette   Company.      See 
Section   4.4,    Land   Use  and   the    response   to  Gillette 
Company's    letter,    FEIS/EIR  Written  Comnents   and 
Responses    report. 
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75.        Evelyn  Murphy 
p.    4-52 


76.*     Elizabeth   Bransfield 
p.    4-57 


77.        John   Crosier 
p.    4-60 


State  Secretary    for    Economic  Affairs 
Strongly   supports  Alternative   5A  Modified.      Seaport 
access    route  will    aid    business,    truck/freight   trans- 
port,   "Logan  gateway  to   trade".      Good  Central  Artery 
essential   to  all   aspects   of   life. 

President,    MAPC 

The  Third  Harbor   Tunnel  and  depressed    Central  Artery 
will    improve   traffic.      MAPC  has    task   force   which  will 
review  all  technical  documents   for   effects   on    region 
and   issue   recommendations   to  Governor  by  August   22. 

RESPONSE: 

See    response  to   letter   from  MAPC,    PEIS/EIR  Written 

Comments   and  Responses    report. 

Executive  Director,    Massachusetts   Business   Round   Table 
Improved   access   to  Logan   important   to  continued   growth 
of   region.      Group  will   await   Chamber   of  Commerce 
report   on  project   before   endorsing  any  of  the 
alternatives. 


78.        Richard  DelOrfano 
p.    4-63 


79.        Maurice   Simoneon 
p.    4-65 


80.        Thomas  Hogan 
p.    4-66 


81.        Paul   Eustace 
p.    4-67 


82.*     Carol  Sanduck 
p.    4-69 


Member,    East   Boston  Chamber   of  Commerce,   Chairman  of 
The   Industrial  Commercial   Section 

Feels  Alternative   5A  Modified   responds    to  concerns   of 
East  Boston  Chamber.      Priority   should  be  third   tunnel, 
Seaport   access    route,   Central  Artery  depression. 

President,   Cargo  Community   of  New  England 

Supports  Third  Harbor  Tunnel.     Vitally   interested    in 

improving  access  to  and  from  Logan  Airport. 

Boston  Resident 

Supports  Third  Harbor  Tunnel  and  Central  Artery 

project.     Will    relieve   city  of  an  eyesore. 

Secretary  of  Labor 

Project  as  proposed   will   be  boon  to   economy   of  city 
and   state  generating   jobs,   better  delivery  system   to 
airports,    tax   revenue,    multiples   effects. 

Transportation   Specialist,    Massachusetts  League  of 
Women  Voters 

Supports  Alternatives   5A  and   5A  Modified.      Improving 
transportation  will  stimulate  growth   in  Boston.     Pro- 
ject will    relieve  visual  blight.     Urge  further  study 
of  commercial   takings  and   stringent   standards  during 
construction.     Urges  that   state's   10%   not  come  from 
transit   funds;   need   to    improve  public   transit. 
Praises  public  participation   efforts. 
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Sanduck  (cont'd) 


RESPONSE: 

The  Commonwealth  will  explore  mechanisms  to  minimize 
business  impacts  and  will  work  with  the  City  in  this 
effort.   The  Commonwealth  will  explore  marketing 
assistance  to  maintain  local  business  activities  dur- 
ing construction. 


The  League  has  submitted  a  written  version  of  this 
testimony,   see  response,  FEIS/EIR  Written  Comments 
and  Responses  report. 


83.*   Betsy  Johnson 
p.  4-74 


Transportation  Community  Chairperson,  Boston  League  of 

Women  Voters 

Need  remains  to  balance  mass  transit  and  highways. 


1.  What  commitment  to  transit  can  be  made  in  this 
project;  support  idea  of  connection  between  South 
Station  and  Logan. 

2.  Need  additional  discussion  of  design  and  configura- 
tion of  new  surface  artery  and  development  parcels. 

3.  Must  adequately  address  use  of  surface  streets  by 
hazardous  cargo. 

4.  Require  additional  modifications  to  East  Berkeley 
Street  exit  ramp;  upgrade  Herald  street  to  remove 
traffic  from  residences. 

5.  Further  consider  configurations  of  new  Dorchester 
Avenue  and  alignments  through  Fort  Point  Channel; 
Channel  is  adversely  impacted.   Final  report 
should  reprint  Figures  71  and  73,  pages  14  and  15 
—  too  difficult  to  read. 

6.  Need  better  coordination  between  MDC  plans  and 
Central  Artery  plans. 

7.  Implement  measures  to  minimize  harm  to  Leverett 
Circle  — ■  pedestrian  access  a  priority. 

8.  Figures  103  and  104,  pages  287  and  289  are  diffi- 
cult to  understand. 

9.  Insufficient  discussions  of  construction  impacts 
on  business;  what  will  be  real  economic  costs? 

10.  Continue  public  participation  efforts. 

RESPONSE: 

Additional  study  for  the  FEIS/EIR  has  resolved  many  of 
these  issues.   See  FEIS/EIR  Written  Comments  and 
Responses  report  for  full  response  to  the  League's 
written  version  of  this  statement. 

1.   The  FEIS/EIR  shows  that  the  project,  including  a 
major  transit  connection  between  South  station  and 
Logan  Airport,  can  increase  transit  ridership  to 
Logan  Airport  by  20%. 
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Johnson    (cont'd) 


Additional  discussion   will    occur   concerning  design 
and    configuration  of  the    surface  artery  and 
development  parcels;    see   FEIS/EIR  sections    on 
Joint   Development  and  Aesthetics    in  particular. 
Additional  modifications    in  the  East   Berkeley 
Street  exit    ramp  have   been  made  and   are    included 
in  the  FEIS/EIR.      The  project  proposes    and 
endorses    a  new  Herald   Street   to    remove   traffic 
from  residential   areas  in  the  South  End. 
Additional   configurations  have   been   considered  and 
the   FEIS/EIR  documents  the  proposed    alternative 
which   minimizes  negative    impacts    upon  the  channel, 
and   creates  new  walkways   along   land   currently 
inaccessable    by   pedestrians. 

During   the   design  phase,    modification   to   the  pro- 
ject, particularly   in  the  North  Station/Charles 
River  area,   will   be  made  to  better  coordinate  with 
long-term  MDC  plans   for   extensions   of  the  Charles 
River   Esplanade  walkway  and  bikeway  system. 
The  three-level   highway  underpass,    at-grade 
rotary,    and  MBTA  elevated    intersection    at  Leverett 
Circle   remains   a  difficult  problem  for  pedestrian 
access.      The  problems   of  pedestrian  access   will   be 
addressed   in  detail   during  the  design  phase  of  the 
proj  ect. 


Several  modifications   have   been  made   in  the  prepara- 
tion of   the    FEIS/EIR  to  make  graphics  more  clear. 


84.        Edward  Pendergast 
p.    4-80 


Chairman,    Massachusetts  Small   Business  Council 
Supports  Third  Harbor   Tunnel   and  depressed  Central 
Artery. 


8  5.        Kristin  Demong 
p.   4-82 


Director,    Massachusetts   Division   of   Employment  Security 
Need   good   transportation  system   to  maintain   continued 
economic  growth;    urges   approval   of  the  project. 


86.        Eric   Swider 
p.    4-85 


President,    The  New  England   Council 

A  new  Third  Harbor   Tunnel   and  depressed    Central  Artery 

are   necessary;    recognize  concerns  of    local  business 

leaders. 


87.*      Marie  Marshall 
p.    4-90 


State  Auditor's  Office 

Wants  parcel  D-10   re-examined   in   light   of  the  proposed 

project . 


RESPON  SE : 

A   letter  discussing  this   issue   was  submitted 
separately.      See    FEIS/EIR  Written  Comments   and 
Responses    report   for   response. 
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88.         David    Porcaro 
p.   4-92 


Owner,    Dave's   Motor   Transportation,    East   Boston 
Air   cargo  time   sensitive,    need    continued    good    access 
to  Logan  to    remain   competitive.      Supports  Third   Harbor 
Tunnel   and  depressed  Central  Artery. 


89.        Robert  M.   Weinberg 
p.   4-96 


Service   Chairman,    Massport,    speaking   on   own  behalf 
Commends  participants   in  study    for   work  produced. 
Favors  Alternative   5A  Modified. 


90.  Richard   Pierce 
p.    4-98 

91.  John  T.   Driscoll 
p.    4-100 


92.*     George  Vasquez 
p.    4-10  3 


Public  Affairs  Manager,    South   Shore  Chamber   of  Commerce 
Endorses    in   principle    the   third    tunnel   and  depressed 
Central  Artery.      Feels   will    help   the  South   Shore. 

Chairman,    Masspike 

In   favor   of  Alternative   5A  Modified.      Will   provide 
better   access    to  the  Airport   by    emergency   vehicles. 
Opportunity   to   fund  project  with   Federal   funds. 

President,    Fort   Point  Arts   Community   Inc.    of   South 
Boston 


Alternative   5A   Modified   directly  impacts   249-259   A 
Street   in   South   Boston,    a    recently  purchased   building 
for  artists'    work/live   studios. 


1. 


4. 
5. 

6. 

7. 
8. 

9. 


10, 


Provide  evidence  that   vent   stack  will  not   increase 
air  pollution   in   area;    stack   should  be  moved   east. 
Want    cost/benefit   analysis   of   5  and   5A  Modified 
regarding   number  and    location   of  vent   stacks. 
Identify   noise   sources  during  construction    in   area 
and  mitigating   measures. 

Cover  as  much  of  northbound  Congress  Street   ramps 
as  possible. 

Keep  openings   in   tunnel    roof  at   a   minimum. 
Need   more   specific  construction    schedule    to    indi- 
cate  duration  of  disruption. 

Need    traffic  projections    for   local  streets   in   Fort 
Point    short  and    long-term. 

Provide  pedestrian  access   along  Fort  Point  Channel. 
Rapid   transit  or   express  bus   service  from  South 
Station  to   the  Airport   should  be  part   of  the  plans. 
EOTC   commit    to  using    local   South   Boston   artists 
for   the  one  percent   requirement   of   project  budget 
for  art. 

Community   participation    should  be  a  commitment 
during  design  and    construction. 
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Vasquez    (cont'd) 


RESPONSE: 

The  FEIS/EIR   resolves  many   of   these    issues.      Others 
such  as   the  use  of  South   Boston   artists  have   been 
noted    by  the   Commonwealth   for    further  consideration. 
Community  participation   will   continue   to  be  an 
important   element   in  the  project.      For  additional 
response,    see  the   response   to  a  written   version  of 
this    statement   in   the   FEIS/EIR  Written   Comments   and 
Resp  ons  es    repo  rt . 


93.*     Joanne  Hutherington 
p.    4-108 


24  9   A   Street   Cooperative  Corporation 

Feels  building  will  be  adversely    impacted   by  Alterna- 
tives   5A  and   5A  Modified. 


1. 

2. 


4. 
5. 


Move   vent   stack  away   from  building. 

Proposed    detour    road   should   avoid    intersecting 

with  A  Street. 

Build  a  temporary  pedestrian  bridge  over  tunnel 

along  A  Street. 

Maintain   access  to  parking   on  Wormwood   street. 

Location  of   northbound  Congress  street  off   ramp 

better   under   5A   than  5A  Modified 


RESPON  SE : 

A  written   version  of  this  testimony  was  submitted. 
See    FEIS/EIR  Written  Comments   and  Responses    report   for 
response.      Many  of  the   issues    raised    have   been 
resolved   in  the    FEIS/EIR.      Others  will  be  studied   in 
the  design  phase  of  the  project. 


94.*     Michael  Taylor 
p.    4-111 


South   Boston  Resident,    68  G  Street 

Candidate  for   Boston   City   Council 

Feels    5A  Modified    is   the  state's   preferred   alternative 

and   should   admit    it   to  avoid    confusion   with  so   many 

alternatives.     Need   to  go   back   to  community  with   only 

one  alternative. 


1.  Rethink  placement  of   road  through  heart  of  South 
Boston. 

2.  Need    to  clarify  vent   stack   locations,    use  of   road 
by  hazardous  cargo  trucks,   and   number  of  bridge 
closings  must  be  clarified    to  public. 

3.  How  will  this  project   impact   South   Boston   in   con- 
junction  with  other  proposed   projects? 

RESPON  SE : 

This   statement  identifies   several   issues   of  common 

concern   for   residents   of  South   Boston.     A    letter 

detailing  these   issues   was  submitted    separately.     See 

response,    FEIS/EIR  Written  Comments  and  Responses 

report. 
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95.        Thomas  Vallely 
p.    4-115 


Representative,    8th   Suffolk    District 
Supports   administration's   transportation  policy. 
Praises   the  long    range  planning   efforts.      Thinks    pro- 
posal  good  effort    to  combine  public   and  private 
investment  to   benefit    economy    of   state.      Helps  tie 
city  together   if   remove  elevated    structure. 
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96.        Frank  Trombly 
p.    5-2 


97.*      Bethany  Kendall 
p.    5-4 


Trombly  Motor  Coach   Service,    President    (New  England) 

United   Bus  Owners   of  America 

Favors  the  Third   Harbor   Tunnel   and  depressed    Central 

Artery. 

Downtown  Crossing  Association 

Realizes   something   needs  to   be  done  about  traffic  con- 
gestion  in  downtown   Boston.      Will    review    report   by 
Greater   Boston  Chamber  of  Commerce   regarding  the  pro- 
ject and    submit    statement. 


98.*     Patricia  Loheed 
p.    5-6 


RESPONSE: 

See   response  to  letter  submitted    separately  containing 
these   issues,   and   response   to  Chamber  of  Commerce 
report,   FEIS/EIR  Written  Comments   and  Responses    report. 

President,  Boston  Society  of  Landscape  Architects 
Generally  in  support  of  project.  Feels  landscape 
architects  should  be  included  in  groups  reviewing 
plans. 


1.  Carefully  consider   impact  on  Fort  Point  Channel, 
Charles  River  Basin,   North  station   area. 

2.  Configuration  of  buildings  should  favor  mixed    use 
development   or  parks. 


99.        Phyllis  Charleton 
p.    5-7 


100.*   Robert   Snowber 
p.    5-8 


RESPONSE: 

A  letter  containing  these  questions  was  submitted. 
See    FEIS/EIR  Written   Comments   and  Responses    report    for 
response.      These  are   important   concerns    and   have   been 
examined   for  the    FEIS/EIR.      They  will    receive 
additional   attention   in  the  design  phase. 

President,    Mercantile  Wharf  Residents  Association 
Against  the  depressed   Central  Artery  because  of  the 
traffic   and   environmental    impacts   on  the  North  End 
during  construction,    and   the  development   consequences 
which  could   force  North  End   residents  out   of  the 
community   because  of  higher   rents. 

Chairman,   Transportation  Committee  of  South  Shore 
Chamber  of  Commerce,   professional   engineer 
Supports  Third  Harbor  Tunnel  and  depression  of  Central 
Artery.     Develop  during  design  and   construction 
phase:      construction  staging;  maintenance  of  Fort 
Point  Channel   as  public  waterway;    and  program   to 
encourage  use  of  public  transit.      Suggests  pledge  of 
Masspike  system-wide  revenues  to  underwrite  third 
tunne 1 . 
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Snowber    (cont'd) 


RESPONSE: 

Every   effort   will   be  made  during  the   design  phase  to 
develop  a  design   which  will   minimize  disruption  of 
communities  during  construction.      As  part   of  the  106 
Agreement,  preliminary  design   will  pay   attention   to 
maintaining   the  historic  character   of   Fort   Point 
Channel.      Efforts   will  be   made    to   encourage   the  use  of 
mass   transit    as  a  possible  construction   period  miti- 
gating measure.      Related    concerns   are  addressed   in 
Section   4.4.4,   Joint   Development. 


One   method    identified   for  payment   of  the  state's    10% 
is   a  toll    on  the  existing  tunnels  and  proposed 
facilities.      This  method    is  discussed    in  Section   6, 
Legal   and  Financial  Considerations.      Other  means   of 
funding  and    structuring    of    tolls  will   have   to  be 
worked   out  at   a  later  date. 


101.     John  A.    McDonough 
p.    5-12 


Boston  Resident,    31  Milk   Street;    Director   of  Operations 
Brockton    Street   Railway  Company   in   Plymouth  and 
affiliated   bus   companies    in   Lynn  and  Wakefield 
Supports   a  third   tunnel  and  depressed   artery  because 
of  the   increased  efficiency   in  transporting   passengers 
from  the  south  to   Boston   and  Logan. 


102.*  Pat  Wells 
p.    5-14 


Boston  Educational  Marine  Exchange 
Feels  project  will    adversely  impact  Fort  Point 
Channel.      Specifically   objects   to  new  Dorchester 
Avenue   along  water;    danger  will  cut  off   recreation   and 
amenity  value  of  Fort  Point  Channel.      Need  place   in 
downtown  where   boats  can  land. 


1.  Study  does   not   address    impact    on  Channel's  poten- 
tial  as  water  transportation   arm  of  South  Station. 

2.  Study  does  not    look  at  alternative   transportation 
measures  to   relieve  traffic  congestion   such  as 
ferry  service,    improved  T  service,    trains,    etc. 


10  3.*  Martin  Nee 
p.    5-20 


RESPON  SE : 

These  are   important   concerns   which  have   been  con- 
sidered  in  the  course  of  this  study.     A  written   ver- 
sion  of  this   testimony  was  submitted.      See   FEIS/EIR 
Written  Comments   and  Responses    report   for   response. 

Legislative  Aide  to  Representative  Michael  Flaherty   of 
South   Boston 
Matters  of  concern: 


1.  Will   5A  Modified    accommodate  hazardous  materials? 

2.  Air   quality    impacts    of  toll    booth   in   South  Boston 
on  the   community. 
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Nee    (cont'd) 


3.  Where  will    vent    stacks   be  located? 

4.  Guarantee    to  provide    employment    for    city  residents 
first. 


RESPON  SE : 

These  are   important   concerns   to  the  South  Boston  com- 
munity and  have    received   attention    in  the  study.      A 
letter  containing  these    issues   was  submitted.      A  more 
complete  answer   to  the  comments   appears    in  the 
response  to  that   letter.      See   response,    FEIS/EIR 
Written  Comments   and  Responses    report. 


104.*  Joseph  Tuzzolo 
p.    5-22 


Treasurer,    Braman  Dow  &  Company, 
23  9   Causeway  Street,    Boston 

1.  Will   the  slurry  wall    eliminate  all  parking   on 
property   for    employees  since  abuts  the  current 
central   artery?      If  yes,    can  you  provide  employees 
with  comparable    safe  parking  without    cost   within  a 
reasonable   distance  from  our   location? 

2.  Will  the    slurry   wall    reduce  our  access   to  our 
driveway,   our   property,   and  material  storage  area 
abutting  the  current    central  artery? 

3.  Will    our  weekly  deliveries   of  pipe  and   related 
inventory   items   via  trucks,   flatbed  and  box    (40 
foot  trailers)   have  access  to  our   Traverse  Street 
entrance? 

4.  Taking   all    of  the  above   into  account,   will   our 
material   handling   equipment  have  free  access  with- 
out  restriction   of  travel  on  our  property   to  off 
load   all  deliveries? 

5.  Will   the  Federal   or   state  government  provide  for 
temporary  storage  and    warehousing  during  construc- 
tion  and  fund   this  cost  during  the  entire  con- 
struction period? 

6.  Since  our  warehouse  ships  and  loads  all  materials 
from  our  rear  docks,  which  abut  the  existing  cen- 
tral artery,  will  all  vehicles  have  access  to  our 
loading  docks   and  material   handling    equipment? 

7.  Will   the  Federal  government  provide  funding   for 
warehousing   during  construction  and  all   additional 
cost  of  material   handling   related    to  disruption 
during   related    construction? 

8.  Will   our  customers  have  full    access   to  our  drive- 
way,  Traverse  Street,   and   will  we  have  the   room   to 
load   trucks   via  material   handling   equipment? 
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9.  As   a  result   of  construction,    customers  who  under 
normal   conditions  pick   up  material    ordered,    will 
require   delivery  by   us  to   their   location.      This 
will    result    in   additional   costs  both    in    required 
vehicles    and  personnel.      Will   the  Federal/state 
government   provide  funding  to  defray  all   additional 
cost   for   labor   and  equipment  during  construction? 

10.  Will  the   new  surface   roadway  take  any  of   our  park- 
ing  and/or   storage  capacity    currently  existing? 

11.  We    require  assurances   and    commitments  that   any 
disruption   to   our  normal  business   operations, 
directly  or    indirectly,    caused   by  the  depression 
of  the  Central  Artery  will   be  fully  compensated    by 
the  state  and/or   Federal   governments. 


RESPONSE: 

In  order   to   ensure  continued    operations    at   Braman  Dow 
and  Company,    the   Commonwealth    is    committed   to    (in 
order  of  preference)    either   reconfiguring  the 
temporary  ramp  which  disrupts   access   to  the  property, 
reconfiguring  the   building  to  allow  for   loading   from 
Medford  and/or   Causeway  Streets,    or   providing   new 
warehousing   space   in   another  location.      Details  will 
be  worked  out  during    later  design  stages; 
representatives   of  Braman  Dow  and   Company  will 
participate   in  this  process. 


105.*  Jonathan  Berg 
P.    5-27 


Maiden   Resident,    12   Glenrock  Avenue 
Feels   the    money    for   the  project    can  be   better   spent 
repairing   existing    infrastructure.      Better  alternative 
is   to   restrict  Airport  hackney    limousines,   provide 
ferries,    and   restrict  Callahan  tunnel  to  commercial 
and  private   auto  use. 
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Berg    (cont'd) 


RESPONSE: 

See    response   to   CATT  written   statement,    FEIS/EIR 
Written  Comments   and  Responses    report   regarding 
transit    systems,    and   the    introduction   to   this    volume. 
Alternate   methods   of   transportation   are   a  significant 
issue.      However,    restrictions    on   the  use  of   the 
existing  tunnels   are   not  directly  within  the   scope  of 
this   project. 


106.*  Kenneth  Terrell 
p.    5-31 


Cambridge  Resident,    140  Wo  lias  ton  Avenue 
Suggests   adding  North   Station/South   Station    surface 
connector    link   to  depression   concept,   providing  con- 
tinuous service   from  New  York   City   to   northern  New 
England  and  Canada.      Could   also  use   beams   from  dis- 
mantled   artery  to  fix  bridges. 


107.*  Nina  Meyer 
p.    5-35 


RESPONSE: 

A  North  Station/South   Station    rail  connection   was 
examined   in  the  1980   Corridor  Planning  study.      This 
and  other  transit   options   were   not   carried   forward  for 
additional  analysis  because  of   severe  geometric   prob- 
lems  in  building   both  a   full  scale   highway  solution 
and   a  North/South  Station   rail   connector. 

At   the   beginning   of  this   study,    this    option   was 
re-examined.      It   was  determined   that   the  depressed 
alignment  did    not   afford   sufficient   width   for  a    rail 
line.      This   would  have   required   additional   takings 
along  the  alignment.     Both   the  surface  artery   and 
depressed   artery  will  afford  quick   access   for  buses 
going  between  North  and  South  Stations. 

North  End  Resident;    Director,   Historic  Neighborhoods 
Foundation 

If  a  third   tunnel   is  built,    the  existing  tunnels 
should  be  closed  because  of  their    impact   on  East 
Boston.      Should  have  a   ferry  system  instead  and  better 
subways.      Would    like   to  see  Central  Artery  come   down, 
but  feels  construction   period   and  impacts   are  too 
great.      The  EIS  has  been   too   rushed. 

RESPON  SE  : 

A  separate  written   statement   containing  these   remarks 
was    submitted.      See    FEIS/EIR  Written  Comments   and 
Responses    report   for   response.      Also   see  the   response 
to  CATT's  statement   in  the    same   volume. 
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108 .   Virgil  Virgilio 
p.  6-3 


North   End  Resident 

Favors  depression  of  Central  Artery.      Will    remove 

barrier   and   relieve   noise  and  pollution.      Construction 

period   would   not  be  much  worse  than  existing 

con d it  ions  . 


109.*  Martin  For gi one 
p.    6-7 


110.*  Paul  Curtis 
p.    6-13 


East   Boston  Resident,    4  06   Franklin  Street 

1.      What   happens   to    increased    traffic  after   it    leaves 
Airport   traveling   north   to  Route   1A?     Will    it 
travel  between  Neptune  Road  and  Bell    Circle, 
impacting   Frankfurt   Street?      Has   this  been  studied? 

RESPON  SE : 

The  potential   for   increased    traffic  is   a  serious  con- 
cern of   the  East   Boston   community.      A  written  state- 
ment was  submitted    separately.     See   response,    FEIS/EIR 
Written   Comments   and  Responses    report. 

South  End  Resident,    13   Dwight   Street 

East   Berkeley  Street    increasingly  residential  and 

suffering   from  traffic  noise. 

RESPONSE: 

The  closing   of  the  East  Berkeley  Street   ramp  and 
improvements   to  Herald  Street   are   a  critical  concern 
of  the  South   End   community    as  evidenced    by  this    state- 
ment and   a  number  of   others  which  raise  the   same 
issue.      This   project   assumes   the  closing   of   the  East 
Berkeley  Street   ramps   and    improvements   to  Herald 
Street,    efforts   planned    by  the  City   of  3oston.      See 
Section   2.5.1,    Herald   Street   Extension. 


111.*  Clark  Frazier 
p.  6-16 


The  proposed  project   has  been  designed    to   minimize 
traffic    impacts    on  East   Berkeley  Street.      The  proposed 
project   specifically  includes  new  connector   ramps 
feeding   a  new  widened  Herald  Street   which  would  be 
constructed    as  a  major  alternative   route  to  East 
Berkeley  Street.      Traffic   on  East   Berkeley  street 
should  be  lessened   by  the  project. 

South   End  Resident,   38   Dwight   Street  Member,    SECOT; 
Chairman,   Boston  Air  Pollution  Control  Council 
Generally  South  End   residents   supportive  about  depres- 
sing the  Central  Artery  and  open  minded    about  a  third 
tunnel,   but   will  not    support   unless  the   ramps   are 
moved   from  East  Berkeley  to  Herald  street. 
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Frazier   (cont'd) 


1.  Include  Herald  parking   lot   within   the  project   area. 

2.  Left-handed   Mass.    Avenue  northbound    on-ramp  will 
be  hazardous  for    trucks   going   from  Lancaster 
Boulevard    to   the   seaport    access    route. 


RESPONSE: 

The  Herald  street  extension  is  assumed  in  the  pro- 
ject. See  Section  2.5.1,  Herald  Street  Extension. 
The  Mass.  Avenue  interchange  and  the  Herald  Street 
parking  lot  are  outside  the  limits  of  the  project,  but 
the  Commonwealth  agrees  that  they  bear  an  important 
relationship  to  the  project  and  will  take  parallel 
steps  to   deal  with   them. 

In   response   to  concerns   raised   by  many  citizens   of  the 
South  End   at  the  public   hearing,    the  project   has  been 
redesigned   to    emphasize  the  use  of  widened  Herald 
Street   instead  of  the  use  of  East  Berkeley  Street. 
This  design  change   has  been   incorporated    into  the 
Preferred   Alternative. 


112.*   Robert   Har kness 
p.    6-23 


South  End  Resident,    131   Appleton  Street,    Director, 
South   End  Historical   Society 

Group   supports   Central  Artery  depression  and   will 
support  third   tunnel   if: 


1.  Herald   Street   replaces  East   Berkeley  Street  as 
main   access    route  to  Back  Bay. 

2.  Eliminate  East   Berkeley  Street   access  to  Southeast 
Expressway. 

3.  Reconstruct   Mass.   Avenue   interchange   to  provide 
four   lanes   of   southbound   traffic  and   truck  access 
between  Roxbury  and   South  Boston. 


113.*  Carolyn  Gritter 
p.    6-24 


RESPONSE: 

The  Herald  Street   extension   is    assumed    in  the  pro- 
ject.     See  Section  2.5.1,    Herald  Street   Extension. 
The  elimination  of  the  East  Berkeley  Street   access   to 
the  Southeast   Expressway  and  the   reconstruction  of  the 
Mass.   Avenue    interchange  are  outside  the  project's 
scope;    they  fall   under  the  Southeast   Expressway 
upgrading   project. 

South   End  Resident,    52   Chandler   Street,   Chairman, 
Ellis  Neighborhood   Assocation 

Urge   removal   of   north  and    south   on  and  off  ramps   from 
Southeast  Expressway  to  East  Berkeley  Street   as  part 
of  the  project. 


DEIS/EIR  and  SDEIS/EIR   fail  to    include  existing 
and  future   traffic  volumes   on    local  South  End 
streets. 
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Gritter    (cont'd) 


RESPONSE: 

Ramp  closings   on   East  Berkeley  Street    carried    out  by 
the   city  have   been  assumed    in  this  project.      A  written 
statement   containing  these    issues   was  submitted 
separately.      See   response,    FEIS/EIR  Written  Comments 
and  Responses    report. 


114.      Paul  Buddenhagen 
p.    6-26 


Union  Park  Association 

Would   support  project   if   showed    that   it    would   not 
increase   traffic  volume  on  East   Berkeley  Street   and 
other   South   End   streets    and  move  traffic   from  East 
Berkeley   to  Herald   Street. 


RESPONSE: 

See   response  to  Paul  Curtis,    this   volume. 


115.      Linda   Ulchak 
p.    6-27 


President,    Bradford   Shawmut  Association 
Supports   artery  depression   and   third   harbor   tunnel   if 
East    Berkeley  Street   ramp   redesigned   and   relocated   to 
Herald  street. 


RESPONSE: 

See   response  to  Paul  Curtis,    this    volume. 


116.      Susan  straight 
p.    6-30 


South  End  Resident,   31  Milford  Street 
Central  Artery/Third  Harbor   Tunnel  project  must 
connect    to   a  new  two-way  Herald   Street    which 
de-emphasizes  East  Berkeley  Street,    and  will    only 
support  project  if  this    is   included. 


RESPONSE: 

See   response  to  Paul  Curtis,    this    volume. 


117.      Anna  Taft 
p.    6-32 


South  End  Resident,   29    Dwight   Street,    Member,    H  Street 
Neighborhood   Association 

Agrees  with   other   speakers    about  problem  with  traffic 
due   to  Berkeley  Street   ramp. 


RESPONSE: 

See   response  to  Paul  Curtis,    this    volume. 


118.      Louis   Peltier 
p.    6-34 


South  End  Resident,    37   Dwight   Street 

Must  do  something  to   safeguard   against    additional 

traffic    on  East   Berkeley  Street. 


RESPONSE: 

See   response  to  Paul  Curtis,    this    volume. 
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119.*  Marsha  Myers 
p.    6-35 


Director,    Boston    Landmarks    Commission 
No   objections   per   se    to   third    tunnel,    depression  of 
Central  Artery   and  Seaport   Access    route.      However, 
objects    to    impacts   of   the  various   alternatives    on   Fort 
Point  Channel,    especially  to   historic   elements    and 
reduction  of  Channel   through  roads,    ramps   such  as 
shown  in  Alternatives    3,    3A  and   5.      Would    like  the 
state   to  adopt   a  series   of  measures  which  would    insure 
against   or  mitigate  these   impacts.      Also  supports 
South  End's  desire  for   Herald   Street    improvements. 


120.      Dennis  Sterzi 
p.    6-41 


RESPONSE: 

The  effects   on   Port  Point  Channel   and   ways  to   mitigate 
or   eliminate   them  have   been   included    in  the    FEIS/EIR. 
A   letter  containing  these   issues   was  submitted 
separately.      See    response,    FEIS/EIR  Written  Comments 
and  Responses   report.      Also,    see   response  to  Paul 
Curtis,    this   volume,    regarding  Herald  Street 
improvements. 

Tremont   Street/Shawmut   Avenue/Berkeley  Street/Waltham 
Street   Association 

Supports   Herald   Street    improvements.      Remove   East 
Berkeley  Street    ramps. 


121.*   Fernando  Req  uena 
p.    6-4  2 


RESPON  SE : 

See   response  to  Paul  Curtis,    this   volume. 

President,   Worcester   Square  Area  Association   in   South 
End 

1.  Provide  more   recreational   access   to   Fort  Point 
Channel  than   shown   in  existing   plans. 

2.  Secondary  impact  of  project  will   be  Airport 
growth;    Massport   should  be  aware  of  this  and   take 
measures  to   reduce   fly-over  noise. 

3.  Reroute  heavy  traffic  through  Melrose,  Route  9, 
and  Huntington  Avenue  rather  than  continuing  to 
Mass.    Avenue. 

4.  Study   in  detail  during  construction   rebuilding   of 
Justin  Park   to  discourage  through  traffic. 

Supports   relocation   of  East  Berkeley  Street   ramps  to 
Herald  Street. 

RESPONSE: 

1.  See   Sections    4.4.3   and   4.4.4,    Fort   Point  Channel, 
regarding  the   increased  potential   for   recreational 
and  pedestrian  use  of  Fort   Point  channel   under  the 
Preferred  Alternative. 

2.  Policies  to   regulate  Massport   operations   are 
beyond   the  scope  of  this  project. 
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Requena  (cont'd) 


4. 


Rerouting  this  traffic  is  beyond  the  scope  of  this 

project;  this  is  an  issue  the  city  will  have  to 

address. 

This  action  is  outside  the  scope  of  the  project  as 

now  defined. 


122.   Joseph  T.  Flaherty 
p.  6-45 


Charlestown  Board  of  Trade,  Charlestown  CDC 

Groups  favor  the  depressed  Central  Artery  and  Third 

Harbor  Tunnel. 


123.   Bernice  Mader 
p.  6-46 


Quincy  Resident,  108  Cornell  Street 

In  favor  of  depressed  Central  Artery  and  Third  Harbor 
Tunnel  to  Bird  Island  Flats.   The  Airport  will  grow  no 
matter  what  and  a  new  tunnel  will  discourage  spill 
over  traffic  to  local  streets  in  East  Boston.   Resi- 
dents of  North  End  and  East  Boston  should  use  this  as 
an  opportunity  to  get  something  back  from  the  city. 


124.*  Peter  Cernada 
p.  6-53 


Member,  CATT;  East  Boston  Resident;  Vice  Chairman, 
Mass.  Coalition  of  Citizens  with  Disabilities 
Dismayed  that  hearing  not  held  in  handicapped  acces- 
sible location.   Feels  third  tunnel  will  harm  East 
Boston.   Proposes  that  alternate  routes  to  Airport 
already  exists  —  Mystic  Bridge.   Further  Airport 
growth  should  take  place  at  auxiliary  airports  in 
other  areas  —  New  Bedford,  Fall  River,  Lawrence, 
Lowell. 


RESPONSE: 

These  are  concerns  of  continuing  importance  to  the 
East  Boston  residents.   Regarding  handicapped  access, 
see  response  to  East  Boston  Fair  share  written  state- 
ment, FEIS/EIR  Written  Comments  and  Responses  report. 
The  remaining  issues  are  covered  in  the  response  to 
CATT's  letter  in  the  same  report. 


125.*  Tom  Butler 
p.  6-59 


President,  South  Boston  Citizens'  Association 
Reserves  judgement  on  plan;  feels  need  more  informa- 
tion on  preferred  plan.  Would  also  like  to  see  job 
guarantees  to  south  Boston  residents. 


RESPONSE: 

Community  participation  will  be  encouraged  in  all 

phases  of  project. 

Construction  projects  in  the  City  of  Boston  are 
required  to  establish  an  employment  policy  target  of 
at  least  50  percent  Boston  residents. 


44 


Volume   VI   -  6:30   p.m.    to   10:55   p.m. 


126.*  Ken   Campbell  South   End   Resident,    Dartmouth   Street 

p.    6-61  Reserves   support   of  depressed    artery   until    impacts   on 

South  End   looked    at: 

1.  South  End    intersections    listed    in  document  as 
South  Boston    should  be  corrected. 

2.  Improve  neighborhood   traffic   by  expanding  Herald 
Street,   moving   emphasis    from  East  Berkeley  Street. 

3.  Should    include  Back   Bay  exit   off   Masspike. 

4.  Possibility    of   extending   Dartmouth   Street    from 
Columbus  Avenue   to  Beacon  Street  past  Copley  Place. 

RESPONSE: 

1.  These    intersections  were  placed    under  the  general 
category   "South  Boston"   because  of  an   ongoing  con- 
cern with  these   intersections   from  residents   of 
the  South  Boston   community.      However,    it   is  hoped 
that  the  organization  of  the  tables  did    not  dis- 
courage any   South   End   residents    frcm   the    data 
which  they  sought. 

2.  The  changes    in  the  Back   Bay    including  the   intro- 
duction of  Copley  Place  and   the   reconstruction  of 
the  Prudential   Center  do  pose   traffic   problems   for 
the  South   End   community.      For   this    reason,    the 
FEIS/EIR  assumes   the   existence  of    a  widened  Herald 
Street   and  has  redesigned    the  Expressway  ramp 
system   to   feed    such  a  new   arterial  street. 

3.  A  westbound  exit    off  the  Massachusetts  Turnpike   in 
the  Copley   Square  area  would  have  significant 
traffic  benefit,    but  poses   some  very   real   geometric 
problems.      It   is  believed   that   the  creation  of   a 
widened   Herald   Street   extension    will   provide  this 
east/west    link    in  a  more  acceptable  manner. 

4.  The  Conmcnwealth   is   concerned    with   issues    of   local 
traffic  routing    in  the  South  End,   but   this  matter 
is  more  appropriately  dealt  with  by  the  various 
agencies   of  the  City  of  Boston   who  have  statutory 
power   in  these  areas. 

12  7.     Gerry  Pallotta  North  End  Resident,    Fulton  Street 

p.    6-65  Favors  depressed    artery   and   third   tunnel  because    it 

will    improve  traffic  situation. 

128.      Tony  Mastandrea  President,    Machinists   State  Council;    Business   Agent, 

p.    6-66  District  38   Machinists   Union 

Endorses  project   "wholeheartedly".      Communities   will 
benefit   from  economic   spin-off. 
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129.*  Neil  Glick  Boston   Resident 

p.    6-67  Favors  depressed    artery  but   opposes   third   tunnel. 

Project  encourages    use   of  autos   which  pollute   the  air; 
would   rather   see    money   spent    on  mass   transit.      Project 
should  include  mass   transit,   ferries,    and  improved 
Blue  Line. 

RESPONSE: 

These  are   serious  concerns    of  community   residents. 
See   the   introduction   to  this    volume  and   the   response 
to   CATT's    letter,    FEIS/EIR  Written   Comments    and 
Responses    report. 

130  .      Leo  Purcell  Business   Representative,    Local   10  3  of   IBEW 

p.    6-73  Supports   the   third    tunnel   and  depression  of  Central 

Artery  because  of  economic  effect   and   traffic  benefits 
and   availability  of   90%   Federal    funding. 

131.*  Arthur  Hartnett  President,   South   Boston  Residents   Group 

p.    6-75  At   present,   Group    is   not    taking   a  position   on   study 

because   of  document's  inadequacies    regarding  analysis 
of    impacts.      Should    include: 

1.  Location   of  vent   buildings;    effects    of  ventilation 
buildings   and   toll   plaza    on    air   quality;    data    on 
current   air   quality    in   numbers. 

2.  Project  initial  levels  of  traffic  and  roadway 
saturation  levels  and  estimated  time  to  reach 
saturation. 

3.  Percent  increase   in   traffic  at  container  terminals. 

4.  Construction  schedule  for  closing   of  roads   and 
br  id  ges . 

5.  Agreements  on  specific  routes  of  construction 
vehicles  through  residential  streets. 

6.  Agreements   to   regularly  clean  streets   soiled   by 
construction. 

7.  Agreements  that  if   construction  activity   inter- 
feres  with  South  Boston   residents  commuting  to 
jobs,    the  activity  will  be  stopped. 

8.  All   future  planning   of  project  must  involve  South 
Boston  Residents  Group,    South  Boston   Information 
Center,   South  Boston  Citizens   Association,    and 
South  Boston  Community  Development  Corporation. 

RESPONSE: 

1.      The  precise  location   of  ventilation  buildings  will 
be  determined  during  the  design  phase.      The   ven- 
tilation buildings   and   toll    plaza  will   be  sited    in 
a  manner   sensitive   to  air   quality  standards;   miti- 
gating measures  will  be  taken   as  necessary. 
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Hartnett    (cont'd) 


In   Section   4.2,   Traffic   Improvements,   projections 
for   1990   and    2010  with  and   without   the  project    are 
given . 

This    information    is    included    in   forecasts   for  new 
development  effects    on   traffic    growth.      See 
Section   4.2,    Traffic   Impacts    for   the  effects    of 
development   traffic    in    regional  and    local  streets 
including   project   roads  both  with  and  without  the 
proposed  development  projects. 

A  detailed    construction    schedule,    including  the 
sequential   closing   of   certain    roads   and   bridges, 
will   be  worked    out  during  the   design  phase.      The 
project   is  not  anticipated   to  affect   MBTA 
operations . 

Specific   routes    for   construction   vehicles   will  be 
determined   during  the  design  phase;    these  vehicles 
will  be   kept   off    local  streets    to   the  extent  pos- 
sible.     This   can  be  specified   in  construction   con- 
tracts  and  monitored   by  MDPW. 

Street   cleaning  can  be  specified   in   construction 
contracts. 

All    efforts  will  be  taken   to   minimize  the  effects 
on  the  neighborhoods  through  mitigating   measures. 
These  groups   and  organizations   are  listed   on  the 
project  mailing   list  and  have  been   informed  of  all 
meetings   and  hearings. 


132.      Bob  Kalin 
p.    6-79 


Former  President,    Local    105  Association   of  Engineers, 
Architects    and  Draftsmen;    Charlestown  Resident 
Supports  depressed   artery  and   third   tunnel. 


133.      Bob  Flynn 
p.    6-80 


Charlestown  Resident 

In   favor   of  depressed    artery  and   third   tunnel. 


134.*  William  Ensign 
p.    6-81 


Westfield  Resident;    Member,   National  Association  of 
Railroad  Passengers 

Should    consider   option  of  rail    link   between  North  and 
South   Station    as  part   of  Central  Artery  project. 


RESPONSE: 

The  option   of  the  North/South   Station    rail  connector 
has  been  examined   in   considerable  detail    in  the  plan- 
ning for   this   project.      While   the  transportation  bene- 
fits of  this   option   are   very  positive,    serious   geo- 
metric problems   were  found  in   implementing  both  a  full 
scale   interstate   highway  and  the  railroad   in  the    same 
alignment.      This,    combined   with   serious  institutional 
problems   in  funding  the  railroad    connector,    led  the 
Conmonwealth  to  delete   it    from  the  Central  Artery 
project . 
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135.*  Brad  Bankman 
p.    6-82 


Tolman  Manufacturing   &   Supply  Co.,    63  Dorchester   Ave., 
South   Boston  opposite  Gillette  Co. 

Opposes    relocation   of  Dorchester   Avenue    as  shown  in 
Alternative   5A   Modified  because  westward   widening   of 
the  Avenue    to  provide  a  grass   median  strip  would 
gravely    impact    ability  to  do   business. 


RESPON  SE : 

This  property  is  no  longer  affected  under  the 
Preferred  Alternative.  Alternative  access  to  the 
property  is  proposed  to  be  provided  off  Foundry  Road. 


Clark  Frazier 

p.  6-84 

Adding   to  previous 

testimony 


South   Boston  Resident,    Dwight  Street 

Plan  must   also    include   direct  shuttle    bus   access 

between   South   Station  and   the  Airport   with   the 
proposed    third   tunnel. 


RESPONSE: 

Ramps  for   buses   will   connect  the  project  to  the  new 
South  station  Transportation  Center,    improving   access 
to  the  Airport.      This   connection    also   means    the  Air- 
port   is  directly    linked   with   the  Red   Line,    Commuter 
Rail,    Amt  rak   and  other   bus   lines. 


136.      Sandra    0' Connell 
p.    6-8  5 


18   Bickford  Road,    Braintree,    Daily  Expressway  Commuter 
Supports  depressed    artery   and   third   tunnel.      Wants  to 
make   sure  that   there  will  be   enough  additional    lanes. 


137.      Dr.    Marilyn  Can  is 
p.    6-87 


North  End  Resident 

Supports  depressed   artery,      is   inevitable   and  will 

relieve  area  of  an  eyesore  through  use  of  90%   Federal 

funding. 


(Unidentified    speaker   from  the  floor   voiced   his   opposition  to  a  new  tunnel) 


138.*  Mark   Ferri 
p.    6-90 


Resident,    11   Bordon  Street,   Orient   Heights 

Third   tunnel  would  impact  Orient  Heights   and   should  be 

examined: 


1.  Congestion   on  Route  1A  as  result  of  project. 
Massport    restructure  Route  1A  and   Bell   Circle    to 
accept  extra  traffic. 

2.  Amend  East   Boston  zoning  to   limit   traffic  and 
parking   facilities. 

3.  Massport   should   introduce   sound  proofing   measures. 

4.  Massport   should   reevaluate  noise   levels  over 
Orient  Heights. 

5.  Move  parking   lots    and  park/fly  operations   to 
Airport   fran  neighborhoods. 
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Ferri  (cont'd) 


RESPONSE: 

These  are    issues    of  concern  to   the  community.      The 
Commonwealth    is    taking   steps    to   resolve   these    issues. 
A  written   statement    containing  these    issues   was  sub- 
mitted   separately.      See    FEIS/EIR  Written   Comments   and 
Responses    report   for    response  and   the    introduction   to 
th  is   vo  lume . 


13  9.*   David   Stratudo 
p.    6-95 


Lexington  Resident 

Better   public  transportation,    including  buses,    should 

be    looked    into. 


RESPONSE: 

These  are  concerns   shared   by  others   at  the  hearing. 
See  the   introduction   to  this   volume  as   well  as  the 
response   to  CATT's   letter   FEIS/EIR  Written  Comments 
and  Responses    report,    and   the   response    to  Clark 
Frazier's  second  comment,   this   volume. 


Robert  Cappucci 
p.    6-98 

Second   statement 
See  Vol.    2 


Candidate  District   1  City  Councillor 

Offers  himself  as  catalyst  between   administration   and 

communities    regarding  the  project.      Reiterates   comments 

of  previous  evening.     Adds  comment  to  tear  down  ramp 

to  Callahan  Tunnel,   and  provide  multi-level  parking   on 

the   development   land.      Feels  third   tunnel  could  be 

beneficial. 


Hearings   closed   at    10:55   p.m. 
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PROCEEDINGS 

(Judith  McGovern  Williams  present  as 
Stenograoher. ) 

COMMISSIONER  TIERNEY:  May  I  have  your 
attention.  I  think  we'll  "be  starting  the  public 
heerlnq  In  about  two  minutes. 

( Pause. } 

COMMISSIONER  TIERNEY:   Good  momlnc. 
Could  I  have  your*  attention,  please'/ 

This  1s  the  start  of  the  formal  public 
hearing  on  the  Issues  of  the  Third  Harbor  Crossing 
end  Improvements  to  the  Central  Artery.   My  name  Is 
*cbert  "Merney.   I  am  the  Commissioner  of  the 
Massachusetts  Deoart^ent  pf  Public  Works.   With  we 
at  the  head  table  are  Mat  Coogan  on  my  right. 
Undersecretary  of  Transportation  1n  the  Executive 
Office  of  Transportation  and  Construction;  on  my 
left,  William  Oliver,  who  Is  for  the  Department  of 
Public  Works,  the  Project  Manager  for  this  project.  , 

I  have  taken  off  my  suit  coat.   Mat  Coogan 
";as  not.   Any  of  you  who  --  this  is  the  formal 
subllc  hearing  in  the  sense  that  we  take  minutes  — 
't  coesn't  have  to  be  formal  1n  the  sense  you  have 
to  dress  formally.   9e  my  guest  in  taklno  o**  vcur 
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Public  works  and  the  Secretary's  office.  Secretary 
Salvuccl's  office,  has  held  Informal  pub! 1c  meetings 
In  East  Soston,  South  Soston,  the  North  End,  the 
katerfront  and  the  South  End.   Those  public  meetings 
were  'airly  well  publicized,  and  the  Intent  of  It 
was  to  give  people  a  less  formal  chance  as 
listening  to  our  explanations  for  the  various 
alternatives  of  crossing  the  harbor  and  the  various 
options  of  providing  Improvements  on  the  Central 
Artery.   This  more  formal  public  hearing,  we  will  do 
less  1n  the  way  of  presentation,  and  do  more  1n  the 
way  of  listening,  and  because  this  1s  a  formal 
public  hearing  required  by  both  the  State  and 
federal  envl ronmental  1  aws  concerning  highway 
improvements,  we  have  to  keep  a  formal  recerd  of 
everything  that  1s  said.   For  that  reason,  speakers 
will  be  requested  to  identify  themselves  for  the 
record.   You  will  be  asked  to  come  up  htrc   and  sit 
at  the  table.   If  you  want  to  sit  at  the  table  and 
turn  around,  face  the  audience,  1t  Is  okay  with  me 
as  long  as  you  speak  Into  the  microphone,  as  long  as 
your  testimony  Is  being  heard. 

If  for  any  reason  someone  1s  here   who  does 
not  want  to  speak  but  wants  their  views  to  be  heard, 
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suit  coat  or  anything  else. 

The  program,  the  public  hearing  opens 
to cay,  and  1s  recessed  at  11  o'clock  tonight. 
»-eccer.s  tomorrow  at  11,  and  closes  at  11  tomorrow 
right,   fie  have  over  a  two-day  period  24  hours  for 
presentation  and  testimony.   The  presentation 
portion  of  this  24  hours  should  be  about  Mve 
percent  or  less.   The  purpose  of  this  hearing  Is  in 
fact  to  give  the  public  the  opportunity  to  make  a 
formal  oresentatlon ,  either  In  w-1t1ng  or  to  spear. 

Let  me  explain  to  you  where  we  are  1n  the 
whole  orocest  of  tne  environmental  impact  statement 
'or  the  Central  Artery/Third  Haroor  Crossing.   -le 
and  the  rederal  Hlahway  Administration,  who  are 
partners  1n  this  venture,  have  produced  the 
documents,  and  there  are  synopses  of  these  documents 
available  1n  the  back  of  the  hall,   tfe  have  a  draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  of  our  project  'or 
the  Th1rd  Harbor  Crossing,  'or  improvments  to  the 
Central  Artery,  with  various  combinations  of  options 
'or  both  the  Artery  and  the  Third  Harbor  Crossing. 
The  draft  environmental  impact  statement  has  been 
on  the  street  'or  approximately  five  or  six  weeks. 
Prior  to  this  public  hearino.  the  Department  cf 


you  may  write  a  letter  to  the  Department  of  Public 
Works,  100  Nashua  Street,  Boston,  attention 
Chief  Engineer,  and  as  long  as  we  get  your  letter 
by  two  weeks  from  today,  it  win  be  as  much  a  part 
of  the  public  hearing  as  If  you  came  down  to  the 
public  hearing  table  and  spoke. 

Also  for  this  hearing,  because  1t  1s  an 
unusually  long  one,  and  one  that  covers  an 
unusually  broad  scope,  we  have  had  a  preschedule  of 
speakers,  we  have  asked  peoole  who  care  to  soeak  tc 
sign  up.   we  are  setting  a  goal  of  eight  minutes 
per  speaker,  and  I'll  play  that  by  ear,  depending 
on  how  1 t  goes . 

If  you  went  to  speak  and  have  not  signed 
up,  I  suggest  you  go  to  the  back  of  the  hall  when  I 
get  through  talking  and  try  to  sign  up  for  some 
time.   We  have  free  tlmeschedul  ed  for  three  to  seven 
on  each  afternoon  and  nine  to  11  on  each  day.   So 
four  hours  In  the  afternoon  and  the  last  two  hours 
at  night,  which  apparently  are  not  prime  time. 
There  1s  no  one  scheduled  to  speak,  and  we'll  try  ti 
keep  those  open  for  people  who  n&vt   not  signed  up. 

now  the  Environmental  Impact  Statement 
itself,  as- I  said,  1s  a  drift  statement.   Let  me 


give  you  a  brief  overview  of  where  we  go  beyond 
tMs  oubllc  hearing.   Because  both  of  the 
improvements  we  are  considering  are  Interstate, 
■which  means  90  oercent  federally  funded,  or  at  least  | 
90  oercent  potentially  federally  funded,  we  art 
required  by  Federal  taw  to  have  our  decisions  In  on 
Interstate  projects  by  September  30th,  1983.   By 
having  1t  1n,  I  mean  having  It  In  the  office  of  the 
local  federal  hlehwey  administrator  In  Massachusetts . 
This  public  hearing  and  all  the  wort:  we  have  done 
since  last  January  has  been  geared  toward  meeting 
that  date,  and  we  are  fairly  well  on  schedule. 

Following  this  hearing,  we  will  be 
required  to  review  all  the  comments  that  are  »iade, 
both  here  In  person  and  both  here  and  1n  letter  form, 
and  respond  to  those  convents  1n  the  final 
Environmental  Iapact  Statement,  and  the  Governor, 
Secretary  Salvucd  and  t  will  then  hive  to  decide 
on  exactly  whet  we're  asking  the  Federal  Highway 
Administration  to  participate  In.   In  other  words, 
we're  going  to  heve  to  make  a  decision  that,  yes, 
there  will  be  a  third  harbor  tunnel;  yes,  this  1s 
the  most  appropriate  tunnel;  or  some  other,  yes,  we 
can  do  widening  of  the  Central  Artery;  no,  we  don't 


both  the  Third  Harbor  Crossing  and  the  Central 
Artery. 

UNDERSECRETARY  C00SAN:   Thank  you. 
Commissioner  Tlerney. 

He  are  here  today  to  discuss  the  adequacy 
of  a  book,  in  fact  It's  two  books,  the  Third  Harbor 
Tunnel,  Interstate  90,  EIS,  and  the  supplement,  the 
drafting  I  guess  of  the  drafting  to  that  EIS.   We're 
here  to  discuss  then  together.   There  are  six 
possibilities  for  action.   The  Governor  could  choose 
any  one  of  the  six  programs.   Actually  there  are 
five  build  proposals  and  one  design  modification  to 
one  of  the  build  proposals.   I  would  like  to  describe) 
then  to  you  now. 

In  writing  the  EIS,  we  usually  call  the 
first  option  the  do  nothing  option,  or  the  no  build 
option.   In  Option  1 ,  we  do  not  depress  or  widen  the 
Central  Artery.   In  Option  1,  we  do  not  build  a 
Third  Harbor  Crossing.   However,  1t  1s  not  fair  to 
say  that  the  no  facility  option  means  do  nothing  or 
don't  construct  anything.   The  reason  for  this  1s 
that  the  bridge  decks  of  the  existing  Central 
Artery  must  be  replaced  1n  the  next  ten  to  15  yeers. 
Recently  we  replaced  the  bridge  decks  on  the 
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Intend  to.   Those  are  the  decisions  that  we  must 
make,  and  It's  1n  this  kind  of  forum  that  we  have 
the  added  comments  to  mane  the  decision. 

In  the  draft  of  our  Environmental  Impact 
Statement,  tnere  are  two  alternatives  that  are 
carried  over  from  the  original  draft,  which  was 
completed  last  January,  concernlnq  the  Third  Harbor 
Crossing.   Two  alignments  for  a  Third  Harbor 
Crossing  proposed  ending  or  passing  through 
Maverick  Square  and  the  railroad  yards  at  Eest 
Boston.   Those  have  been  dropped  from  consideration. 
They're  still  1n  the  draft,  but  they,  as  a  statement 
of  the  supplement  tnat  we've  prepared,  we're  saying 
that  these  will  not  be  considered  any  further.   Also 
It  has  been  decided  1n  the  recent  passing  of  the 
Central  Artery,  we  have  decided  since  our  writing 
the  Environmental  Impact  Study  that  wldenlno  the 
existing  elevated  structure,  widening  what  Is  now 
there  to  provide  Increased  capacity  1s  not  doable 
and  will  not  be  considered  further. 

Now  at  this  point,  I  think  I  would  like  to 
call  upon  the  Undersecretary  Mat  Coogan,  who  will 
give  a  brief,  and  I  do  mean  brief  overview  of  the 
options  that  we  consider  as  being  still  alive  for 


Mystic  River  Bridge  and  the  access  road  to  the 

Mystic  River  Bridge.   Starting  1n  the  next 

construction  season,  we  will  reolace  all  of  the 

bridge  decks  on  the  Southeast  Expressway. 

It  1s  a  matter  of  public  safety,  and  a 

matter  over  which  we  have  very  little  control,  that 

the  bridge  decks,  the  existing  surface  of  the 

Central  Artery,  must  be  replaced  1n  the  next  ten  to 

I 
15  years.  This  means  that  there  Is  no  such  thing  as 

an  ootlon  where  there  1s  no  construction  Impact  In 

downtown  Boston.   It  would  take  approximately  three 

years  to  reconstruct  the  existing  Central  Artery,  andj 

during  those  three  years,  one  lane  at  a  time  would  bet 

lost  and  replaced  In  various  ways  either  by  temporary! 

reconfiguration  of  other  lanes,  or  the  use  of 

critical  highway  segments  near  the  Charles  River. 

One  lent  would  be  lost  to  traffic.   This  process  of 

reconstruction  of  bridge  decks,  as  I  say,  would  take 

about  three  years  and  have  some  relatively 

significant  traffic  Impacts  and  necessarily 

environmental  Impacts  would  follow. 

So  Option  1  1s  described  In  the  book  some 

times  as  a  no  build  option.   There  Is  no  no  build 

option.   It  1s  called  the  redecklng  option.   That  Is 
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Option  1 . 

Hovlng  now  to  the  alternatives  In  which 
either  the  Central  Artery  1s  depressed  or  a  Third 
Harbor  Crossing  1$  built  or  both,  at  this  point  In 
the  EI5  the  Governor  Is  trt*   to  choose  any  of  the 
alternatives  In  the  book.   Let  me  see  If  t  can 
describe  them  to  you. 

The  Governor  could  decide  to  depress  and 
widen  the  Central  Artery  and  not  build  a  Third 
Harbor  Tunnel.   This  option  1s  described  1n  the 
book  and  the  public  material  made  up  from  the  text 
of  the  book.   This  option  1s  described  as  Option  6.  ' 

In  Option  6,  the  existing  six-lane  Central 
Artery,  which  Is  elevated  from  Causeway  Street  to 
the  existing  Oewey  Square  Tunnel,  the  existing 
Central  Artery,  which  has  six  lanes  of  route  traffic* 
would  be  taken  down  and  replaced  by  the  new  fac111tyM 
underground,  that  has  eight  through  lanes  of  traffic, 
but  its  actual  physical  configuration  would  have 
ten  or  11  lanes  of  travel  because  of  the  use  of 
acceleration  lanes  and  deceleration  lanes.   Because 
of  the  use  of  acceleration  lanes  and  deceleration 
lanes,  a  new  eight-lane  capacity  roadway  would  be 
built  underground  from  Causeway  Street  1n  the 
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Harbor  Crossing  without  the  Central  Artery  are 
called  Option  5  and  Option  3.   These  alternatives 
were  carried  over  from  the  origins!  draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement,  which  was  published 
last  December.   These  two  options ,  as  I  said,  do  not 
have  a  depressed  Central  Artery,  but  each  of  these 
options  has  a  four-lane  tunnel,  leaving  the  Fort 
Point  Channel  area  up  at  the  Northern  Avenue  Bridge 
and  taking  an  S-llka  shape,  to  come  out  at  the 
Jeffries  Cove  area  of  East  Boston.   That  would  come 
up  on  airport  land. 

The  difference  In  the  two  tunnel  options 
Is  that  1n  one  case.  Option  3,  the  tunnel  utlllres 
a  split  alignment  from  the  Fort  Point  Channel.   This. 
means  that  northbound  traffic  only  goes  to  the 
Fort  Point  Channel „  and  southbound  traffic  goes 
through  the  existing  Oewey  Square  Tunnel.   In  the 
case  of  the  third  option,  split  alignments  we  call 
that  Option  3. 

In  Option  5,  both  southbound  and  northbound 
traffic,  or  traffic  to  and  from  the  airport,  would 
go  1n  one  new  tunnel  to  the  Fort  Point  Channel.   Thai} 
1s  Option  S,  which  has  a  two-direction  tunnel  to  the 
Fort  Point  Channel . 


North  Station  area  to  a  point  wnere  it  would  meet 
the  existing  Oewey  Square  Tunnel. 

The  existing  Oewey  Square  TUnnel ,  however, 
Is  only  six  lanes,   tt  1s  our  pollcv  and  desire  to 
Increase  the  capacity  to  at  least  eight  lanes.   For 
this  reason,  the  northbound  traffic  would  be  served 
by  a  new  four-lane  northbound  tunnel,  which  would 
start  in  the  south  bay  1n  the  general  vicinity  o* 
the  Herald  Traveler  Building  and  proceed  througn  the 
South  bay,  along  the  westernmost  wall  of  the  Fort 
Point  Channel,  going  under  Sumner  Street  and 
Congress  Street,  and  rejoinlnq  the  trunk  of  the 
Central  Artery  at  around  Oliver  Street.   Four  lanes 
of   northbound  traffic  would  go  througn  the  new 
northbound  tunnel  in  the  Fort  Point  Channel.   The 
existing  Oewey  Souare  Tunnel  would  operate  with  all 
six  lanes  operating  southbound. 

That  1s  the  most  basic  description  of 
Option  6,  which  Is  widen  and  depress  the  Central 
Artery,  but  do  not  build  a  Third  Harbor  Crossing. 

There  are  two  options  in  wnlch  a  Third 
Harbor  Crossing  1s  built  and  the  Artery  1s  not 
depressed.   Let's  look  at  those 

The  two  options  toward  building  a  Third 


Option  3  has  one  direction  1n  the  new 
Fort  Point  Tunnel,  and  one  direction  to  the  Dewey 
Square  Tunnel.   It  snould  be  noted  that  Option  3  has1 
one  flylrg  rasp  to  the  Fort  Point  Channel,  over  the 
Fort  Point  Channel  and  the  Summer  Street  3ridge,  and 
Option  5  nas  two  flying  ramps,  flying  over  the 
Fort  Point  Channel  In  the  vicinity  of  the  Summer 
Street  Bridge. 

So  1f  the  Governor  decides  to  build  a 
tunnel  only,  and  not  depress  the  Artery,  he  could 
choose  Option  3,  the  split  alignment,  or   Option  5, 
the  two-way  tunnel . 

The  next  option  is  the  full  built.   In 
the  full  built,  the  Governor  could  apt  to  build 
both  a  widened  and  depressed  Artery  and  a  new  tunnel 
Option  3A  is  simply  the  Third  Harbor  Tunnel  Option  3 
with  the  widened  and  depressed  Central  Artery  added 
to  1t.   It  is  a  characteristic  of  Option  3A  that  it 
has  the  sollt  alignment  through,  with  the  northbound 
traffic  in  the  Fort  Point  Channel,  and  the  southbound 
traffic  in  the  Central  Artery,  and  again  utilizing 
the  Jeffries  Cove  alignment,  coming  up  at  the  area 
of  the  Butler  Aviation  building  in  the  alroort  in 
East  Boston.   It  1s  the  nature  of  botn  of  these 
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options  that  the  toll  facility  1s  located  hers  at 
the  tunnel  entrance  at  Logan  Airport.   This  1s  the 
case  for  three  and  five,  and  this  Is  the  case  for 
3A  and  5A.   So  Option  3A  has  a  split  Fort  Point 
Channel  alignment  and  a  depressed  Central  Artery. 

He  oove  now  to  Option  5A.   Thank  you. 
Moving  to  Option  5A.  we  find  that  again  the  sane 
widened  and  depressed  eight-lane  Central  Artery, 
which  1s  sometimes  wider  for  acceleration  and 
deceleration  lanes.  Is  matched  this  time  not  with 
one  of  the  tunnels  that  we  Inherited  from  the 
previous,  but  a  new  tunnel,  a  new  alignment  for  the 
Third  Harbor  Tunnel.   Option  5A  1s  the  original 
seaport  access  road  alignment.   In  this  case,  the 
Third  Harbor  Tunnel  does  not  go  through  the  Fort 
Point  Channel.   Rather  It  follows  an  alignment  which 
continues  Interstate  90,  continues  the  Massachusetts 
Turnpike  to  the  area  next  to  the  Gillette  Razor 
Company,  across  some  lend  owned  by  the  Boston  wharf 
Company,  some  land  owned  by  the  United  States 
Coastal  Service,  Summer  Street,  Into  some  land 
largely  owned  by  Massport,  going  out  neit  to  the 
pier  end  line  of  P1er  5,  the  Commonwealth  Pier. 
Option  SA  has  one  new  highway  Interchange  to  allow 
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airport  portion  of  the  Flats  project.   It  stays 
beside  the  glass  wall,  touches  the  Cast  Reservation 
Center,  and  Joins  the  existing  roadway  of  the 
Logan  Airport.   The  location  of  the  tolling  facility 
has  been  moved  to  the  Commonwealth  Flats  area,  owned 
by  the  Massachusetts  Port  Authority. 

At  this  time,  there  Is  one  Interchange 
serving  Northern  Avenue,  and  a  second  Interchange, 
going  only  to  the  south  and  the  west,  serving 
Summer  Street  and  Northern  Avenue  Industrial  areas. 

To  make  deer  the  difference  then  in  the 
design  modification,  the  SA  design  modification  does 
not  come  up  1n  Jeffries  Cove.   It  comes  up  in  the 
31rd  Island  Flats  project,  and  then  ties  back  Into 
the  airport.   Further  design  modifications  at  the 
airport  Include  the  fact  that  several  design 
changes  have  been  nadt  to  minimize  Impact  on  the 
stadium  area.  All  of  the  tunnel  ootlons  up  to  the 
5A  modifier  have  an  at  grade  service  road,  which 
was  pereelved  by  some  to  cut  off  access  to  the 
stadium  area.  That  service  road  has  been  deleted  in 
the  SA  modified,  and  a  ramp,  which  would  fly  over 
the  existing  ramps  In  the  vicinity  of  the  MBTA 
station  has  been  deleted,  and  further  design 
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the  traffic  to  go  to  and  from  the  tunnel  from 

I 
Northern  Avenue,  and  to  and  from  the  east  and  west, 

also  from  Northern  Avenue,  with  an  intersection  at 

Congress  Street.   That  1s  Option  5A. 

During  the  process  of  developing  Option  5A, 
many  meetings  were  held  In  East  Boston,  and  meetings 
were  held  In  South  Boston,  to  examine  certain  design 
constraints  associated  with  Option  SA,  and  so  the 
Environmental  Impact  Statement,  the  draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  we  have  before  you 
today  includes  reference  to  design  modifications  to 
the  basic  concept  of  5A.   I  would  like  to  describe 
those  design  modifications  to  you. 

In  Option  SA,  design  modification,  the 
seaport  access  alignment  --  and  I  don't  think  many 
of  you  can  see  this,  but  trust  me  --  the  seaport 
access  alignment  does  not  follow  a  straight  line 
and  go  out  under  the  Commonwealth  P1er.   In  fact, 
1t  goes  to  a  location  for  a  second  interchange  In 
the  general  area  of  the  Massport  Third  Conta  n€r 
Port.   It  goes  under  water,  and  a  relatively  short 
3,000-foot  segment,  under  Boston  Harbor,  and  comes 
up  under  the  Bird  Island  Flats  project  of  Massport. 
It  stays  In  formation  behind  the  Flats  project,  the 


modifications  have  been  made  that  allow  this 
particular  design  to  end  up  with  a  stadium/public 
recreation  area,  which  Is  laraer  than  the  stadium/ 
recreation  area  which  Is  there  right  now. 

That  concludes  a  brief  description  of  what 
the  alternatives  are.   The  alternatives  have  been 
examined  in  terms  of  air  Quality,  water  quality, 
displacement,  and  let  me  make  the  last  Important 
point  about  displacement  and  relocation. 

There  Is  not  one  single  home  taken  In  any 
of  the  six  options  under  consideration  today.   I 
repeat:   there  1s  not  one  single  home  taken  1n  any 
of  the  six  options  that  are  under  discussion  today. 

These  six  options  are  examined  1n  terms 
of  air  quality,  noise,  water,  social  Implications, 
archeology.   I  am  not  going  to  go  Into  those. 
However,  as  the  day  goes  on.  If  you  have  any 
questions  about  the  evaluation  of  these  alternatives 
and  the  substance  of  that  evaluation,  members  of  the 
consulting  team  which  put  together  these  22  books  -- 
yes,  22  separate  documents  —  the  members  of  the 
team  that  put  together  the  books  are  here  to  answer 
your  questions  in  specific. 

So   that   Is   a   brief  definition  of  the 


1 


10  I, 


IT   ;| 

is  ; 
i.  ! 


:I  i 


alternatives  that  are  under  consideration  today.   If 
you  Have  questions  that  are  specifically  technical, 
what  we  will  now  be  doing,  staff  Deople  will  be 
helping  us  taKe  these  down  and  put  them  around  the 
room,  and  any  time  during  the  meeting,  assuming 
we're  all  quiet  for  whoever  Is  testifying,  you  can 
go  up  to  then  and  ask  specific  questions.  We  have 
staff  here  today,  some  members  of  the  consulting 
team  and  the  Department  of  Public  works  will  be 
able  to  answer  specific  questions  at  these  boards. 
So  that  1s  how  we  will  proceed  from  here. 
Commissioner  Tlerney. 
COMMISSIONER  TIEMEY:   Thank  you. 
Secretary  Coogan. 

I  want  to  talk  to  you  very  briefly  again 
about  where  we  are  1n  the  process.   This  is  colled 
1n  Federal  highway  and  State  highway  parlance  a 
corridor  public  hearing.   The  term  "corridor"  Is 
Important,  because  1t  Implies,  and  1n  fact  promises,! 
that  1f  the  decision  1s  made  on  a  particular  corridor 
to  build  a  transportation  facility,  then  the 
building  facility,  the  State  Department  1n  this 
case,  must  come  back  when  design  Issues  are 
presented  much  more  clearly  to  a  design  public 
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O.P.v.'.    staff  will    Interview  each   business   owner   and 
tsnant   to    Inform  them  of  all    available   aid.    discuss 
relocation   procedures,   answer  questions,   and 
generally  helo   people   to   get  situated.     They  will 
be   given   a   detailed   report   on  each   buslnesj. 
3us1nesses    to   be   replaced  have  available  moving 
expenses,     we   have  with   us    two  members   of  the 
51ght-of-Hay   Division,    Mr.    Michael    Mahoney   and 
Mr.    Nicholas    G1asul11o.     Will   you   stand   up?     Kill 
be  available   to   answer  questions   you   have   on    State 
and   Federal    right-of-way   procedures. 

Now   I   want   to   get   to   the   formal ,    the 
public   part  of  this  presentation.     I   know  tnat   the 
presentation   that  Secretary   Coogan   gave   1s   about   as 
broad  a   transportation   project   as   Boston   has   ever 
seen.     This   1s    the   biggest   transportation   problem 
facing   the  city  since   someone   dedded  to  build  the 
elevator.      It   1s   even   bigger  than    that,      we   don't 
expect  you   to   absorb   everything   Mr.    Coogan   said,   but 
we  will    have   all    of   these   graphics   brought   down   on 
the   floor,    end    people   from  our  engineering   firms 
and   the   department  will   be   orepared   to   answer 
questl ons. 

So    If   1n   your  testimony  you   ask    a   specific 
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hearing,      what   you    are   see. no    today    are    some    'airly 
detailed   recommendations    for   alternatives,   and 
fairly    detailed    Impact    on    public    orooerty.      If   1n 
the    next    *ew   years    a    decision    is    -nade    on    some    of 
these    corridors,    we   will    be    tack    with    very    detailed 
designs   as    1t   affects   nubile   and   private   property, 
and   as    it   affects    the   city,   Boston,    1n   general. 

Regarding    the    department's    policy    towards 
land    taking.    Secretary    Coogan    noted    that    there    are 
no    residential,   no   homes ,    no   Individual    hemes    being 
taken   under   any   of   these   plans.      A   number  of   the 
options,    the   alternatives,   do   ef'ect    industrial/ 
commercial    buildings,    however,    and    T    want    to    say 
very  briefly  what    the   State    and   Federal    policy   1s 
with   regard   to   right-of-way   takings- 
Federal    and    5tate    law    require    us    to 
compensate    fully    for    any    prooerty    taken    for   a 
transportation   project.      All    affected   property 
owners   "111    be   reimbursed   for   the    full    fair  market 
value   of   their   property.      In   addition,    the 
Department  of   Public  works    Slght-of-Way   Bureau 
provides    specialized   assistance   to   each    individual 
oroperty  owner   and   affected  business.      I*   this 
project    goes    forward   when    the    plans    are    *1nal1zed. 


question,    I    will,    rather    than    answer    it   myself, 
probably    refer  you   to   one   of   the   people   along   the 
sloes    ana   the   back   wall    who   will    try    tc    answer    that 
questlcn    In    octet  1 . 

I   will    repeat  myself  again.     We  will    be 
calling   speakers   who   have   signed   up,    and   ask  you   to 
testify   on    the   s1gn-up   sheet,    and  we're   asking   eacn 
of  those   speakers    to   confine    their   remarks    to  eight 
minutes.      If  you   haven't   slgnea   up  yet  ind  want   to 
sign   up   to   speak,    go    to    the   back    of   the   hall.      Try 
to    set  on   the    11st.      If   there   1s   no   time   on   the 
11st,   we   have   free    time,    fret    for   all    time,    froa 
three    In    the   afternoon    to   seven   at   night,    and    froa. 
nine   1n    the   evening   to   II    1n   the  evening   on   both 
days. 

Again  \t  you   don't   feel    like   speaking,   you 
may   submit  written   couments    to   the   Chief  Engineer 
of   the    Departoent   of  Public  Works,    100   Nashua   Street 
Boston.      As    long    as   ycur    comments    are    dated 
August  22nd   or  earlier,    they  will    be   considered   as 
much   a   part  cf   the   public   hearing   as    1f  you   had 
spoken   here   at   the   table. 

I    am  going    to   go   to   the    s1gn-up  sheet   now. 
How   are   the   acpustlcs   at    the   back   of    the   hall?     An   I 


fully  understood  back  there? 

The  first  speaker,  I  would  like  to  ask 
each  speaker  to  cene  and  sit  at  the  table.   If  you 
woulc  like  to  address  your  remarks  to  the  audience, 
you  can  do  that,  too.   We  like  each  speaker  to 
Identify  himself  or  herself. 

Cur  first  speaker  1s  Arthur  Osborne. 

MR.  CSBOPNE :   Good  morning,  Mr.  Cha1 rman, 
members  of  this  Commission. 

I  an  Arthur  Osborne.  I  am  the  president 
of  the  Massachusetts  AFL-CIO  Council,  representing 
the  AFL-CIO  members  across  the  State  of  Massachusetts 

The  State  of  Massachusetts  today  faces 
Important  transportation  decisions,  which  will 
directly  effect  all  of  our  lives  and  the  economic 
life  of  the  entire  region  for  decades  to  come.   Those* 
decisions  Involve  the  traffic  lop  Jan  on  the  Central 
Artery,  a  lop  Jam  that  threatens  to  go  to  such 
proportions  that  1t  will  choke  off  the  City  of 
Boston,  and  with  1t  the  region. 

I  speak  to  you  today  ai  a  representative 
of  organized  labor  In  this  state,  representing  over 
400, 0CO  members  of  the  AFL-CIO,  as  well  as  a 
resident  of  this  area  who  Is  concerned  about  the 


the  Artery  will  create  20  acres  of  developable  land 
downtown,  is  well  as  greatly  Increasing  access  and 
development  potential  In  East  and  South  Boston  and 
in  the  outlying  communities. 

Massachusetts  needs  these  roadways.   It 
needs  these  Jobs.   It  needs  this  two  billion  dollars 
And  more  than  that,  it  deserves  it,  that  two  billion 
dollars. 

This  present  Artery  was  built  almost 
entirely  with  State  and  local  funds,  and  for  decades 
It  has  been  used  as  an  Interstate  and  has  carried 
Interstate  traffic.  This  1s  our  last  chance  to  get 
the  90  percent  Federal  funding  we  need  to  Insure 
the  continued  economic  vitality  of  this  region. 
We  1n  the  AFL-CIO  hope  the  Federal  Highway 
Administration  will  approve  these  plans  and  give 
our  State  the  funding  1t  needs  to  build  these  roads 
and  to  continue  to  grow  and  prosper  Into  the  next 
century  and  beyond. 

Thank  you   very  much. 

COMMISSIONER  TIERNEY:      Thank  you, 
Mr.   Osborne. 

Our  next  scheduled  speaker   1s   Anne 
OeFronzo. 


future   of   our   state   and   of  Hew   England. 

As   you   know.    Jobs   are   a    concern    to   us, 
particularly    In    these    times    of   high    unemoloyment. 
These   projects    are   very   Imoortant   to   us    1n   terms   of 
the   short-term.    Immediate   construction  Jobs    that 
will    result,    and   the    thousands   of   other   ripple-effect 
Jobs    created   when    those   workers    add    to    the    economy 
by    buying   more    houses,    more    cars,    and   more    clothes 
for  their   families,   but  we   are  also   concerned    about 
the    lfino-terra    lasting   economic    Impact?    f*«ch   fill 
result   from   the  building   of  these   better   roadways 
and    the    continued   economic   growth    that    they    promise. 

If   plans    to  widen   and   depress    the   Central 
Artery   and   to  build   a   Third   Tunnel    proceed,    the 
short-    and    the    long-tern   benefits    to    'lew    England 
will    be  enormous.      Hot  only   1s   a   combination   of  the 
two    projects    expected    to    Improve    traffic    flow   by    as 
much    as    65    percent,    allowing   our   economy    to    continue 
and  grow  and   prosper;    It  will    generate   an   estimated 
three   and  one-half  billion   dollars    1n   regional 
economic  spin-off.      This    ten-year   two  billion   dollar 
project   will    require    as    many    as    5,000    construction 
workers    e*ch    year    and    lead    to    nearly    10.000 
permanent   jobs    1n    ne*    developments.      When    completed. 


Excuse  me.      If  you   have   a   prepared 
speech,    a   text,    1f  you   could   leave   It  with   our 
stenotyplst,    it  would   help   our  accuracy  of   the 
records,    1f  you   don't  mind. 

MS.    DeFRONZO:      I    didn't  expect   to  get 
called   this    fast. 

I    am  Anna   DeFronzo.      I    live   at   12   Lamson 
Court   1n   East  Boston   1n   the   Jeffries    Point   area. 

For  the    last   ten  years   or  more,    there 
always   have   been   clans    for  a   Third   Harbor  Tunnel 
1n   the   community  on  Bremen  Street.      After  the   loss 
of  many   homes   and   families    and  businesses   because 
of  the  Sumner  and   Callahan   Tunnels,   many  of  us    have 
fought   the  building   of  another  tunnel. 

About  two  years  ago  when  money  was  asked 
for  and  given  for  another  study  for  a  third  tunnel 
again,  Bremen  Street  was  Included  with  other  plans 
Into  the  Jeffries  Point  Cove  on  81rd  Island  Flats 
and  also  taking  a  part  of  the  East  Boston  stadium. 
Again   that  was   a   nq-No,   and  we   fought. 

The   Cove   and   the   stadium  are   very 
Important   to   the   people   of  East  Boston.      I    believe 
there  will    be   a   third   tunnel    sooner  or   later.      If 
not  now,   meyOe   down   the  road  eight   or  ten  years    f rom  I 
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now,  and  again  there  will  be  another  study,  and 
again  it  will  Include  Bremen  Street  and  in  the 
community.   That's  why  I  favor  the  new  proposal 
for  a  thiro  tunnel,  because  It  will  be  on  the  other 
siae  of  Bird  Island  Flats  on  the  airport,  not  1n  the: 
community,  not  in  the  Jeffries  Point  Cove,  and  not 
touching  the  stadium.   Thank  you,  gentlemen. 
COMMISSIONER  TIERNEY:   Thank  you. 
Our  next  scheduled  speaker,  and  we  are 
running  a  little  ahead  of  time,  is  Ken  Rezendes, 
ana  then  following  him  1s  Walter  Pyan.   So  you  will 
prepare  to  come  up  and  save  time. 

HR.  REZENDES:   I  am  Kenneth  R,  Rezendes, 
President  of  K.R.  Rezendes,  Inc.  of  Assonet, 
Massachusetts,  and  Chairman  of  Construction 
Industries  of  Massachusetts,  Inc..  an  association 
representing  ovtr  200  companies  engaged  in  the 
heavy  and  highway  construction  business  1n  our 
state.   I  am  here  to  sptak  in  support  of  the 
proposal  before  us  today,  that  Massachusetts 
construct  as  a  joint  project  one  of  the  most 
far-reaching.  Imaginative  transportation  proposals 
made  m  this  state  in  the  past  30  years:   a 
aepressed  Central  Artery,  a  Third  Harbor  Tunnel, 


one,  or  federal  approval  of  neither.   If  the 
federals  approve  the  Tunnel  only,  or  the  Artery 
only,  then  we  should  build  it. 

Again  we  come  back  to  the  public  interest. 
The  fundamental  problem  with  traffic  in  Boston,  as 
has  been  pointed  out  so  clearly  1n  the  EIS,  and  as 
should  be  obvious  to  anyone  who  has  ever  tried  to 
negotiate  a  vehicle  through  downtown  traffic,  is  the 
severe  congestion  that  exists  between  Dewey  Square 
Tunnel  and  the  Charles  River.   Building  a  Third 
Harbor  Tunnel  to  Logan  Airport  would  reduce  a  great 
deal  of  that  congestion;  depressing  and  widening 
the  Central  Artery  would  do  a  great  deal  more. 
Sacking  out  of  the  Tunnel/Artery  commitment,  and 
using  the  money  for  other  street  and  transit  work, 
accomplishes  nothing  and  will  leave  the  horrendous 
traffic  problem  which  even  now  parallzes  the  City. 

Backing  away  from  either  commitment,  be  It 
the  Tunnel  or  be  It  the  Artery,  is  backing  away  from 
what  everyone  identifies  as  the  fundamental 
transportation  problem  in  the  Boston  area. 
Transferring  the  money  instead  Into  projects  such  as, 
fixing  Intersections  and  repairing  MSTA  tracks  Is 
not  in  the  public's  best  interest  in  terms  of 
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including  a  Seaport  Access  Road,  all  desianed  to 
advance  the  cause  of  better  transportation  in  the 
Boston  area,  and  all  designed  to  finally  untangle 
one  of  the  worst  traffic  problems  that  exists 
anywhere  in  the  United  States. 

rie  understand  that  no  one  1s  going  to  :? 
very  surprised  that  a  construction  sookesman  is 
fttre    before  you  supporting  a  construction  project. 
What  we  think  Is  important  to  say,  though.  Is  that 
CZM  has  learned  through  62  years  of  lcne  exaerience 
to  rally  to  the  public  Interest,  and  to  resist  the 
possibility  of  short-term  gains  from  relatively 
Insignificant  work  In  favor  of  the  long-term 
rewards  that  are  to  be  gained  *rom  building  projects 
essential  to  the  public  Interest  *or  years  to  come. 

This  brings  us  back  to  the  Tunnel /Artery 
orojects.   We  are    for  them  both.   We  are  for  the 
Tunnel  If  the  Artery  1$  not  possible,  and  we  are  for 
the  Artery  if  the  Tunnel  is  not  possible.   We  know 
that  both  parts  of  this  project  are  subject  to 
decisions  made  by  the  Federal  Government,  and  we 
know  that  every  one  of  those  decisions  is 
problematical.   A  few  months  from  now.  we  nay  have 
federal  approval  of  both,  'efleral  approval  of  only 


priorities.   A  decade  ago,  we  had  an  administration 
in  power  in  this  state  that  faced  the  same 
fundamental  problem.   What  can  be  done  to  imorove 
tra ns porta t1 on  1 n  Eos  ten?   That  administration  had 
the  opportunity  to  solve  it  througn  a  visionary  but 
politically  oangerous  program  that  could  have  given 
us  one  of  the  most  modern  and  efficient  highway 
systems  in  the  world.   They  failed  to  do  It:   They 
bowed  to  political  expediency  and  built  nothing, 
leaving  us  with  only  a  lot  of  promises  about  what 
nass  transit  was  going  to  do  In  the  future.   We're 
still  waiting.   And  we're  still  strangling  1n 
traffic  day  after  day  paying  the  penalty  for  an 
administration's  loss  of  nerve  a  dozen  years  ago. 

We  would  hate  to  see  this  sort  of  history 
repeat  itself.   Whatever  1s  done  about  the  Tunnel/ 
Artery  proposal  must  direct  Itself  at  the 
fundamental  problem  we  are  trying  to  solve.   Both 
the  Tunnel  and  the  Artery  should  be  built.   If  the 
Federal  Government  will  help  us  build  one  of  them, 
then  we  should  take  the  money  and  build  it.   If  we 
lave  to  build  one  ourselves,  then  we  should  explore 
ways  that  w1 U  allow  us  to  do  that. 

Above  all,  we  must  not  lose  couraee  and  oui» 
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sense  of  direction,  We  must  not  lost  sight  of  our 
fundamental  prupose.   And  finally,  we  must  not  lost 
sight  of  the  public  interest,  however  easy  and 
tempting  It  might  seen  to  do  so. 

Thank  you  very  ouch. 

COMMISSIONER  TIERNEY:   Our  next  scheduled 
speaker  1s  Walter  Ryan. 

MR.  RYAN:   Mr.  Chairman  and  gentleman, 
I  appreciate  the  opportunity  to  be  here  today,  as 
I  have  over  tht  ytars  and  1n  several  circumstances . 
I  hope  that  the  results  of  these  hearings  will  be 
a  little  more  helpful  to  the  Commonwealth  than  many 
of  those  I  have  appeared  before  1n  the  past.   I 
might  Identify  myself  as  Walter  J.  Ryan, 
representing  the  Operating  Englnners,  Local  4.   I 
an  also  speaking  as  Chairman  of  the  Transportation, 
the  State  Labor  Council,  as  President  Arthur 
Osborne  you  1\»vo   also  heard  here,  and  also  I  an  the 
Vice  Chairman  of  the  Board  of  Directors  of  the 
Highway  Transportation  Council  of  Massachusetts. 

I  have  here,  Mr.  Chairman,  summaries  of 
the  harbor  crossings  and  summaries  of  the  Central 
Artery. 

COMMISSIONER  TIERNEY:   May  I  interrupt  you 


Commonwealth  would  be  in  a  very  sad  state.   Imagine 
what  we  would  be  In  today  If  we  did  not  hove  the 
extension  of  the  Massachusetts  Turnpike  from  126 
Into  Boston,  and  how  we  must  wonder  how  we  ever 
failed  to  build  1-95  from  Route  21  Into  Boston. 
Imagine  what  that  would  have  meant  to  the  commuting 
public  once  the  Southeast  Expressway  restoration 
begins. 

I  was  talking  to  some  people  1n  the  field 
of  public  health  just  the  other  day,  :nc  tney  have 
the  Intention  of  attempting  to  shift  the  emphasis 
from  the  construction  of  prisons  to  the  construction 
of  facilities  to  care  far  the  mentally  111,  resulting 
from  those  who  are  trying  to  cope  with  the  Southeast 
Expressway  when  it  is  under  construction. 

I  take  that  for  what  this  Commonwealth 
needs  1s  more  employment.  We  cannot  get  more 
employment,  we  cannot  get  more  Jobs  unless  we  have 
the  transportation  facilities  that  feed  Into  the 
arteries  of  tht  Commonwealth.  We  need  a  third 
harbor  crossing.  Ut  needed  1t  ten  or  more  years  ago 
We  need  a  depressed  Central  Artery.   We  needed  1t 
ten  and  more  yetrs  ago. 

Will  we  be  meeting  again  ten  years  from 
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for    a   minute?      I    think    If   you    speak    closer    to    the 
microphone.      I    think    people   are   having   trouble 
understanding    both   you    and   me. 

"R.    RYAN:      That    is    about   as    close   as    I 
can    get.      How    is    that    going? 

Well,   what    I   would    Hke   to   point   out,    I 
was   going   to   read    from   these   summaries ,    but    t    guess 
the   time   allotted   to   speakers   won't   permit   that. 
There    1s    one    reference    I   would    like    to   make,    and 
that   is   on   the   summary  of   the   harbor  crossing,      It 
makes   note   of   this:      "The  written   comments 
postmarked   not   later   than   November   the   14th,    1972 
will   be  made   part  of   the   official    record." 

There  we   are,    gentlemen,   more    than    ten 
years    later.      We're  still    talking   about  a    Third 
Harbor  Crossing.     We're  still    talking   about   the 
Central    Artery,    a   summary   of  which    I   have   here, 
and,    as   a   matter   of   fact,   we   could   have   talked 
about  many   other  highways   throughout   tht   state, 
building  those.    I-9S,   for  Instance,    North   and   South, 
128,    495,    Routes    3.   2,   24   --  you  name    It. 

If   the   Commonwealth   hadn't  met   the 
deadline  before   the  yankee   growth   and   the 
envl ronmental    attitudes    came   Into   play,    this 
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now   talking   about  the  same  matters    and  wondering 
why  1t  was    that   nothing  was   ever  done   of   a 
substantial    nature   to   alleviate   the    traffic  problems, 
of  Greater  Boston?     We're   not   talking   Just   about 
Greater  Boston,      we're   talking   about   the  entire 
Commonwealth,    and   1n    fact,   we're    talking   about 
New   England. 

I   would   hope,   Mr.    Chairman   and   gentlemen, 
that   the   ultimate    results    of   these   hearings   will 
not   be   more   hearings    ten   years    from   now,    but    rather 
would  be   a   ribbon-cutting   ceremony   for  the   opening 
of   the   Third  Harbor  Crossing   and   the  depression   of 
the   Central    Artery. 

Thank  you  very  much. 

COMMISSIONER  TIERNEY:   Thank  you. 

I  win  still  go  by  the  schedule  of 
speakers.   Sal  Ventzla  1s  next.   Is  he  here?  And 
following  him.  Dan  Prlgmore. 

MR.  VENEZIA:   Good  afternoon,  Mr.  Chairman, 
and  ladles  and  gentlemen.   My  name  1s  Sal  Venezla. 
I  am  resident  of  East  Boston  for  the  past  35  years. 

I  would  Hke  to  more  or  less  pinpoint  and 
Inform  tht  people  of  the  audience  here  in  reference 
to  tht  community,  the  East  Boston  community,  who 


have  bean  said  by  the  media  that  we  are  antagonists 
and  we  always  fight  for  different  proposals  that 
come  up  In  our  neighborhood.   Justifiably,  yes,  we 
'ougnt.   1  fought  shoulder  to  shoulder  with  them, 
and  I  think  more  or  less  figure  1n  with  reference 
to  what  I  an  talking  about.   It  was  in  reference 
to  the  expansion  of  Logan  Airport.  Also  the  taking 
of  Wonderland  Park.   Hlth  that  cane  the  725  feet 
of  Neptune  Road,  whleh  automatically  brought  about 
the  unllveble  conditions  In  which  SO  homeowners  and 
ISO  tenants  had  to  be  relocated.   Then  cane  the 
fight  with  the  trucks  on  Maverick  Square,  with  the 
laverlck  Street  mothers.   Also  the  proposal  about 
the  containerlzer  system  at  Piers  1,  2  end  3  and  4 
at  Maverick  Square,  which  automatically  would  have 
brought  about  the  building  of  the  elderly  housing, 
which  Is  now  a  reality,  called  the  Heritage  Complex, 

However,  all  these  things  have  come  about, 
yes,  and  we  did  fight,  and  we  fought  hard.  Some  we 
won;  some  we  lost;  job*  was  a  draw. 

Sack  ten  yean  ago,  a  proposal  of  the 
harbor  tunnel  came  about  again,  and  at  that  time  we 
opposed  1t.   After  consideration  and  many  discussion* 
and  meetings,  we  found  that  the  community  felt  if 


Thank    you. 

CONHISSIOflER  TIERNEY:      Thank  you. 
Mr.    Venezia. 

Is    Oan   Prlgmore   ntrtt     The  way    I    am   doing 
this,    If  you   signed   up   to   speak,    I   will    call   you. 
If  you're   not   here,    I   will    substitute  you  with 
someone  who   signed   up   first. 

Joseph   Clnserulli    is   signed   up.      If  he   1s 
here,    ne   1s   welcome   to   speak. 

HR.    CINSERULLI:      Thank  you,   gentlemen. 
My  name    Is   Joseph   v.    Clnserulli.      I    am   a   resident  of! 

East  floston,    also   a  member  of  the   East  Boston  Land 

i 
Use   Council. 

Although   the   people   of  East  Boston 
consider  our   position  when    it    cones    to   a   Third 
Harbor  Crossing,   obvioulsy  we've   had  second 
thoughts  with   a   Third  Tunnel    that   really   doesn't 
affect   us   by   cosing  out  on   to   the   Bird   Island    Flats.. 
However,   we   do  ask    this   eo«w1  ttee    to   give   us    certain 
guarantees,    1f   I   may   ask   for  them.      It's    about  air 
Impact,    the   air  pollution    Impact,    about   the 
continuance  of   the  existing   tunnel    on   to   C-l. 

Now  we   speak   about   the   Third   Harbor 


Crossing    terminating    at    the    terminal    building,    and 
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Logan    Airport   would    accept    this    tunnel    1n    their 
ball    park,    we,    the    community,    wouU    go    alone   with 
1t.      However,    at    that    time    director    Ed    King   would 
not    accept    our    proposal,      "hat    we   won.       The    tMrd 
harbor    tunnel    never    came    about,    and    this    Is    onr    of 
the   reasons   we   are  here   today. 

In    readtng    the    impact    study    of   this 
Third   Harbor   Tunnel    and    the    depression    of   the 
highway   and    the   way    't    nas    been    prooosed    and    the   way 
I    understand   1t,    It   1s  my  opinion    it's    the   oe^t 
thing    that    could   ever    happen    to   our    community.       *ou 
may    say   why.       I    mm   made    to    understand    that   between 
50   and  55    percent   of   the   traffic   coming  out  of  the 
tunnel    Is    related    to    airport    traffic.      If    the   Third 
Harbor    Tunnel    will    come    along,    and    It   will    be    dropped 
off  at   Logan   Airport,    that  means   petween  50   and   55 
percent  of   that    traffic  will    not  be   invading   our 
territory,    will    not    be    parading    our   ;1ty    streets, 
and,   yes,    the  most   important,    the  environmental 
Impact,   especially   the    people    1n   that   particular 
area    1n    reference    to    pollution. 

It    is    my   opinion    at    this    time    that    I    an 
1n    favor  of  both    the  Harbor   Crossing   and   the 
depression   of   the   Artery. 


then    continuing   on    existing    roads    to    C-l.      It 
doesn't  sound   feasible,   t.ecause    I    can   see   two   or 
three  years    down    the    road   the   same   committee,    the 
people   of  East   Boston,    coming   nead-to-nead   once 
again,    because    at    that    tine    they   will    be    proposing 
extending    or   widening    the    roads    of    C-l    onto    1-95. 

I  would  ask    this    committee   give   the 
people   of   East  Boston   not  words,   but  written 
guarantees    that   this  won't   happen,    that   this    is    the 
end.      We   had  a   first   harbor  crossing   that  was    nolng 
to   solve   all    our   problems.      *e   had   a   second  harbor 
crossing   that  was    the  end.      And   now  we   have   a   third 
harbor  crossing. 

The   people   of  East  Soston,    rightfully   so, 
have   a    right   to   be   suspicious   of  all    harbor 
crossings.      That   1s   what   1s    happening  here.      They'ret 
suspicious   of  all    harbor   crossings,     whether   it 
affects    them  or  not,    they    fael    it   win    not  be    the 
end.      They  have   been    impacted   by    the   airport,    and 
they  have   been   impacted   by   the   tunnels,    and    impacted 
by   all    things    that   can   happen   to   all    people.     We 
talk    about  huaan   rights    and  we   talk   about   the   public 
They   are   the   pub  lie.      They   have   the    right  to    live    In- 
dignity.      That's   what  we're   asking    this    committee    to 


put   Into   the   records;      that   there   *lll    be   no    further 
encroachment  of  East  Boston    in  enlarging   the 
llgnway   so    the   traffic   now   using   this    tunnel   will 
now   have   access    to   C-l    without   any   Interference. 
We're   asking  you   to   say    this    Is   where   It's   going   to 
end,   and  at   least   give   us   something,    soae   guarantees  I 
that  say   It's   over  for  you   people.      You  have   had 
all   you're  going   to  have.      That  1s  why   I    as  here 
today,    to   ask  you   to  Include   this   1n  your  records, 
stating  that   this    fs   the   end   for   the   people   of  East 
Boston.      They  have  had   all    they   can   take.     We're  not 
asking    too  much. 

All    these   union   leaders    and  business 
leaders   who    live    In   the   suburbs,    coming   Into  our 
town   and   tell    us  what   Is   good   for  us.       I    think  we 
know  what    is    good   for  us.      I    think  we   understand 
that   progress   has    to   go  on,   not  always    at  our 
expense.      Please   let   1t  end  now.     We're   going   to 
urge  you  once   again   to   put   it   In   the   records   that 
the   Third  Harbor  Crossing,  wi   are   talking   about   the 
one   that   cones   up  on  Bird    Island   Flats,    and   doesn't 
encroach   on  East  Boston,   no   homes   you   take,    and   tell 
us    this    Is    1 t ,    and  give   us   some   guarantee   that    four 
or   five  years    down   the   road   that    the   people    affected, 


excellent  job. 

I   would   like  at   this   time,   and    I'm   not 
in   the   habit   of  boasting   the   editorials   of  The 
Boston   Globe,   but  1n   this   nornlng's   Boston   Globe 
there   is   an   editorial,    and   I'm  not   going    to  bore 
you  by   reeding   1t   —    I    know  you   are   going   to   have   a 
tough   day   today   and   tomorrow,    and    I    admire  your 
guts   --   but   I    am  going   to   present   this    to   the 
stenographer.      This   has    the   dos   and   the   don'ts   of 
the   artery   and   the  tunnel,   and   I    do  hcpe  when    the 
final   decision  made  that  the  good  people  of  East 
Soston  will   be   satisfied. 

Thank  you. 

COMMISSIONER   TIERNEY:      Thank   you, 
Mr.   SpllUnc. 

Our  next  scheduled  speaker  Is    Dan   Prlgnort 
If  he  1s   not  here,  Tom  Evers   has    signed   up  to 
testify.      Mr.   Evers7 

If  you  want   to   speak,    and  you're   not  on 
the   11st.   you   can    see   we're   running   Into   people  who 
signed  up   late   to   speak.      Be   ny   guest   to  sign   up 
1 f  you  want. 

MR.   EVERS:      Mr.    Chairman,   my   nana    1s 
Thomas   G.    Evers,   Jr.,   president  of   the   90 ,000-member 
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1*   It    Is    going   to   happen,   be   able   to   collect  such   a 
tremendous    amount   of   rroncy    for    their    property    that 
It  won't  happen.      Give   us    sone    rights.      vou   have 
taken    all    our   rights    away    as    *ar   as    noise, 
envl ronmen tal    Impacts . 

Uhat   I    am   asking  once    again   Is   put 
something    1n    that    guarantees    the    people    of   East 
Boston    something    In    the    future.      Again    I    want    to 
thank    you    for   allowing   me    to    speak    out   of    turn,    and 
I    hnpe    you   will    consider  what    I    had    to    say. 

Thank   you. 

COMMISSIONER   TIESNEY:      Thank   you, 
Mr.    ClnserulU  . 

Carl    Splllane   signed   uo   to   speak.      Is    he 
here?     Mr.    Splllane. 

MR.    SPtlLANE:      For    the    record,    my    name    1s 
Charles    F.    Splllane.    General    Agent,   Secretary   and 
Treasurer  to   the   3oston   8u1ld1nq   Trades. 

At  the   outset,   I   would  like   to  state    that 
we   1n   the   8u1ld1ng   Trades    are    for   anything   that 
goes   up  or  down.      We   build.      We   built   It   the   last 
two   times.     We   built    the   Vystlc   River  Bridge.      We 
worked   on    all    the    highways    and    central    arteries,    for 
both   north    and   south,    and   I    trust  say  we   do   an 


Massachusetts   Building   Trades    Council,   and   I    am 
here   today   to   testify    in    favor  of   the    tunnel    and 
the    depression    of    the    artery. 

I  would  Hke  to  say  that  in  keeping  with 
your  ei  gn  t-ir.i  nute  schedule,  I  don't  have  a  --  I  am 
going   to   discard  my  written   brief   on   1t. 

One   of   the   considerations,   probably   the 
most   important   consideration   of   the   Massachusetts 
Building    Trades    and    their  members  ,    contrary    to    some 
people's   belief.    Is   not   the   temporary  Jobs    that   are 
provided  by   this   project   or  any   other   project.     The 
first  consideration    that   the  Massachusetts   Building 
Trades    takes    Into   account  on   a   project   Hke   this    Is 
the   displacement   of   residents   and  working   people   and 
their   families.      It   Is   my   understanding   there  will 
be   no   displacement  of  residents   on   this   project. 
Therefore,   we  would   Hke   to  go  on   record  saying  we 
are   In    favor  of  the   depression  of   the   Central 
Artery   ana   1n   building   the  tunnel. 

COMMISSIONER   TIERNEY:      Thank   you. 

Is   Mr.    Prlgmore   here? 

kr.    Louis    Russo   has    asked   to   speak. 
Mr.    Russo? 

MR.    RUSSO:      I    am   Louis    Russo,    an   East 
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Boston    resident. 

Hr.    Chairman    and    gentlemen.    It    seems    clear 
to  me    from  these   hearings    that   alternative   5A 
modifier   Is   being   focused   upon.      Can  we    assume   it 
this   point   that  SA  modified   1s   the   plan  which  will 
be   submitted   to   the   Federal    authorities? 

COMMISSION  TIERNEY:      I    think   in   this 
particular  forum,  which    Is   a   draft  environmental 
corridor  hearing,   we   can't  say   at   this  point  which 
Is    going   to  be   the  alignment  selected.      The  main 
reason  we're   here   today    is   to   get   testimony  on   the 
alignments   that   are   preferred   by   the   people,    and 
following    that,   we  will    have   to  make   that   decision. 

MR.    RUSSO:      Do    you    think    something    like 
alternative   6   has   even   a   ghost  of  a   chance?      Isn't 
It  quite   clear   1n  your  own  minds    that   5A  modified   Is 
going   to  be   the   plan? 

COMMISSIONER  TIERNEY:      I    think   5A   plan 
1s   a   reasonable   alignment.     Yes. 

MR.    RUSSO:      It  seams   that  way,   too.      All 
right.      Thank   you. 

COMMISSIONER   TIERNEY:      Hr.    Lawrence 
Sullivan,   please,   signed   up   to   speak.      Hr.    Sullivan 
Is    here?      Lawrence   Sullivan?      Don ' t   run. 
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want   to   be   here    for  the   Greater  Boston   Labor 
Council,   all    the   unions    that   are    Involved   here.      Not 
just  the   building   trades,   but  we   have   all    the   other 
unions,      we   have   people    that  work    in   the   hotels,      we 
have   people   that  work   at  Edison,      we   have   them  all. 
we    think    this  whole    concept   1s   necessary. 
we   think   that   the   time   has   come,   and  now   that   the 
rest  of  Boston   1s   built   up,    let's   get   the   traffic 
in   and  out  of  1t.     We    think   that   the   --    I    am  very 
pleased,    Incidentally,   very   pleased   to   hear  the 
residents   of  East  Boston   cone   and  speak    In   support 
of  this.      I    think   this   neighborhood   should  be 
considered,    the   fact   that   they  have   studied   It   and 
all    that.     We   in   labor  are  very  pleased   to   have   their 
support. 

I  Ml   leave  It  at  that. 
COMMISSIONER   TIERNEY:      Thank   you. 
While  we're   waiting   for  speakers,    I   want 
to   remind  you    If  you   have   any  questions    that   have 
to   do  with    the   graphics   that  are   on    the  wall 
concerning   any   of  the   alignments,   we   have  people 
who   are   sitting   around   doing  nothing,   waiting   to   be 
asked  questions.      They  would  be  happy   to   answer  your 
questions.      Those   are    the    people    to  ask.      They   are 


MR.    SULLIVAN:       Yes.    sir. 
COMMISSIONER  TIERNEY:      Excuse  me    'or   a 
minute.      On    the    schedule    that   was    made    uo    prior    to 
the   hearing,  we   have   Mr.    prlgmore,    Mr.   O'Leary, 
Mr.   Morris   all    scheduled   in   the  next  half  hour.      I 
also    nave    room    for   other    people   who   want    to    testify. 
All    they   have   to   do   1s   go   back   and   sign   up. 
Mr.    Sullivan? 

MR.    SULLIVAN:      I    am  Lawrence   Sullivan. 
Executive    Secretary    for   the    Greater   3oston    Labor 
Council,    AFL-CIC.      We're   Just  here   to   speak    1n 
support   of   this    whole    concept.      As    for    our   opinions 
of  which   option   1s   the   best  or  not.   we    leave    that   to: 
the   engineers,   environmental    oeople   and   all    the 
rest  of  you,   and  we    leave    that   to   the   Governor  and 
his   men    to   submit   the   best   plan. 

We   have  no   objection   to   any  of  the   plans. 
We  are   behind   it,   and  we  nave  been    for  years    and 
years. 

I    also   am  Director  of  the   Government   Land 
Bank.      I    don't  want   that   to   come   Into  your   thinking,1 
because   eventually  we'll    have   a   role    in    this,    abo*e 
and  beyond   the   land   takings,    the   relocation   of 
business,    commercial    and  working    people.      But  we  jfl 


very    fan* liar  with   tne    project,    and   they   know   all 
trie    project    alternatives    in    relation    tc    tne    various 
land   rignts.      They're   there   for  your   purposes    :o 
use. 

I    tnlnfc   we'll    have    a    Mve-n1nute    recess. 

[A  short   recess   -as   then   taken.) 

COMMISSIONER   TIERNEY:      I    am   getting    reaay 
to    reconvene    the    hearing.      uy   name    is    Robert   Tiemey 
Commissioner   of    the    Mass.    department   of   Public 
tlor^s.      Je're   into   our,   halfway   to   our   second   -:--. 
we   started   snortly   after   11    o'clock,     v.e  have   a 
predetermined   schedule   cf  speaicers.      »:e're  asking 
eacn    speaker    to    limit    their    testimony    to    about    e  1  grit 
minutes.      Anyone  here  who  wants    to   speak  who   isn't 
on   tne   original    scnedule.    Just   go   to   the   back  of  thei 
room,    and  you    can    practically    sign    up    for   elgnt 
alnutes    1n   the   next  half  hour  or   less.      If  you   are 
nere    and   you    don't   want    to    testify,    you    son't   want 
to   soeak   at   all,   your  written    testimony  will    be 
acceptable   Just  as   such   as    the   oral    testimony.      vou 
must    orovide    that    1n   writing    to    tne    lass,    department 
of    Public   Works,    100    Nasnua    Street,    Boston   within 
two  weeks . 

Our   next   scneduled    speaker    's    "an    ^riqnore 
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If  he  1s   rieri,    pitas*   com*   up. 

MR.    PRIGMORE:       Good    afternoon, 
Mr.    Commissioner.      I    am  Daniel    Pn  gmore  ,    Presl  dent 
of   3CSC0H. 

As   a   resident  of   the   city,    and  on   behalf 
of   the    Fidelity   Group,    I   would   like   to   applaud 
this   latest  proposal    to   address   the   future 
transportation   needs   of  the  state. 

Over  the  past  decade.   Fidelity  has    added 
over  a   thousand  employees   to   our  Boston 
headquarters,   and  we   have   Invested   heavily   1n 
downtown  Boston   real    estate.      Our  plans   for   this 
next  decade   are   a   function  of   the   public  sector's 
ability   to  address   problems    such   as   access   to   the 
city  and   the  airport. 

Our  BOSCOM  project   anticipates   bringing 
hundreds   of  thousands   of  visitors    to   our  computer 
and   communications    market   eenter  at   Commonwealth 
Pier.      The   visitors'    willingness    to   return   to  BOSCOM 
depends  on  his   ability  to  get  1n   and  out  of  the 
city   and   to  move   around   the   region. 

For  the   developers    laying  plans    in    the 
Fort   Point  Channel    area  and   the   residents   of  South 
Boston,   this   plan   provides   an   Integrated   approach. 


concerned  with   the   location  of  the  vent  buildings 
1n    the   vicinity  of  the   Appraisal    stores.     We   have 
great  concern  with   that   as    to   the   exhaust   fumes 
and  so   forth. 

We're   going   to   go  on   record   In  writing, 
but   as    I    said  we   art   strongly  opposed   to   3A   because 
that   does   propose   to  take   the  whole   building.     Ue 
would  have   severe   problems  with   that,    plus   as    I    say 
the   capital    expenditures  we   have    in   the   building 
already. 

Thank  you  vary  much. 

COMMISSIONER  TIERNEY:   Thank  you. 

Anyone  else  who  would  like  to  speak  and 
nay  have  signed  up  for  three  o'clock  and  four 
o'clock,  here  1s  your  opportunity. 

If  there  1s  no  one  who  wants  to  speak, 
I  will  keep  declaring  informal  recesses. 

(A  short  recess  was  then  taken.) 

COMMISSIONER  TIERNET:  Our  next  scheduled 
speaker  1s  Janes  O'leary.  There  1s  a  chair  welting 
for  you. 

MR.  O'LEARY:   Commissioner,  I  wish  the 
trains  were  running  as  well  on  time. 

Sood  afternoon.   I  am  J1m  O'Laary, 
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which  provides  access  without  the  risk  of 
overloedlno  the  residential  streets.   This  1s  a 

well  thought  out  plan  which  deserves  our  support, 
and  I  believe  the  support  of  all  residents  of  the 
Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts. 

Thank  you,  sir. 

COMMISSIONER    TIERHEY :       Thank    you, 
Mr.    Prl gmore. 

Beverly   James.    If  you  would   come  uo    to 
speak. 

KS.    JAMES:       I    didn't    realize    I    was    qoln? 
to  be   on   quite    so   soon.      I    thought    It  was    three 
this   afternoon. 

I    represent   General    Services    Administration, 
a    Federal    agency,      we're    the   owners    of    the    Appraisal 
stores   on   Northern   Avenue. 

We  would   Hke   to   register  our   opposition 
to   Alternative    3A.      We    have    Just    Invested   3.S 
million   dollars    In   Phase    1    of   renovating   that 
building   for  general    purpose    Federal    agency   use,    and 
we're    about   to    award    contracts    in    another   two   months 
for  Phase  2,   which    1s   another   five   point  million 
dollars   to   finish   the   project.      We   also  have   concern 
as    far  as   some   of   the   other   alternatives    are 


General    Manaqer  of   the   Massachusetts   Bay 
Transportation    Authority. 

I  am  here  today  to  offer  my  support  for 
Secretary  Salvucd's  proposal  for  a  depressed 
Central  Artery  and  a  Fourth  Harbor  Tunnel  --  and  I 
say  Fourth  Harbor  Tunnel  because  the  Third  Harbor 
Tunnel  1s  already  built.  It  Is  Known  as  the  Blue 
Line.  The  Slue  Line  was  constructed  In  1903  and 
today  carries  some  twenty-five  to  30,000  passengers 
dally    from  downtown   to   Logan   and   points    North. 

It   1s    Important   to   keep    that  mass    transit 
link    1n    view  when  we   are  examining   comprehensive, 
regional    transportation   proposals.      The   Blue  Line 
1s   a   vital    part  of  our   transportation   network, 
and  we   at   the  MBTA  will    continue   our  efforts    to   see 
that   the  Blue   Line,    which   1s  widely   recognized   as 
one   of  the   nation's   best   downtown-airport 
connections,    remains    a   viable   and   efficient   service. 

So   1n  offering,  my   support   'or  the   plan 
before   us   today,    I    am  not  overlooking    the    tremendous 
potential    of  mass    transit,    but   am   really   advocating 
a   balanced   transportation    system   that   serves    the 
diverse   needs   of  our  city   and   region.      Neither  mass 
transit  nor   the   automobile   alone   can   *ieet   those 
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needs  effectively.   So  while  we  remain  committed 
to  the  Blue  Line,  we  admit  that  1t  was  not  meant 
to  --  nor  can  1t  --  be  a  replacement  of  the 
desperately  needed  Interstate  link  that  must  move 
millions  of  tons  of  freight  and  thousands  of 
automobiles  through  our  region. 

To  Insure  that  Logan  Airport  remains  the 
economic  threshold  of  New  England,  we  need  to  offer 
t  balanced  transportation  system.   It's  because  our 
region  lacks  that  balance  that  we  are  here  today: 
and  !  firmly  believe  that  a  depressed  Central  Artery 
with  an  additional  Harbor  Crossing  1s  the  solution. 

An  additional  Harbor  Crossing  would 
complement  successful  Blue  Line  service  and  greatly 
enhance  the  accessibility  of  Boston  and  Logan.   But 
if  cars  and  trucks  are  stalled  1n  12-hour  traffic 
Jans  on  the  Central  Artery,  the  tunnels  are  useless; 
we  need  a  new  Central  Artery  at  the  same  time. 

The  Boston  Transportation  Planning  Review 
raises  this  possibility  1r  1972.  when  It  recommended 
Improved  public  transportation  as  the  primary 
solution  to  growing  regional  transportation  needs. 
The  weTA  has  followed  that  mandate-   Red  Line 
extensions  to  Bralntree  and  Alewlfe,  purchase  and 


and   tunnel  . 

On    this   point,    highway   planners   can   learn 
something   from   the   MBTA,   which    Is   nearlng   the 
completion    point  of  two   massive    construction 
projects,    the    Red   Line   Northwest   Extension   and   the 
Southwest   Corridor/Orange   Line   Relocation. 

Red  Line,    S600  million:      one   of  the  most 
technically   difficult  construction   Jobs   1n   the 
United  States;    3. 2-mile   twin    tunnels   bored   under 
congested  Harvard,    Davis   and  Porter  Squares,   wnile 
live   above  ground   continued;   extensive   community 
outreach   --  with   newsletters,   community  meetings, 
and   countless   hearings   --  kept   communities    Involved 
minimized   disruption. 

Orsngc  Line,   $792  million:      largest 
construction   Job   In   Boston's   history;   major  rill 
corridor  for  rapid   transit,    commuter   rail,    and 
Amtrak  built  with   cooperation  of  South  End   residents 
massive   community   outreach   effort;    construction  went 
smoothly  even   at   Copley   Place   site,  when   the   two 
projects    continued  within   yards   of  each   other; 
commuter  rail    service   continued  despite   construction 

Secretary  Salvucd's   proposal    can  work   to 
benefit   Boston's   neighborhoods  with   a   similar 
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upgrade   of  250»m1le   commuter   rail    network,    extensive 
modernization   of   transit   stations,   power  and   repair 
facilities;    replacement   and  modernization  of  rolling 
stock;    Southwest   Corridor/Orange   Line    Relocation 
Project   with   eight   new    stations    for    rapid    transit, 
commuter   rail    and   Amtrak. 

Moreover,    our  efforts    to   Improve   transit 
were   designed   to   complement   the   region's   highway 
system,   with   parking    fad  11  ties   constructed   since 
then   for:      2,000   at  Alewlfe,    700  at  Qulncy  Center; 
2,000   at   Qulncy   Adams;    1.775   at  Bralntree;    550   at 
Wollaston,    990    at   North   Qulncy. 

Again,    we   must   move    forward   with    a 
balanced  plan,    this   time  giving   our   attention    to 
desperately-needed   roadway   Improvements .      Mass 
transportation   cannot   satisfactorily   address   all    the  j 
short-comings    of   our  present   road   system   1n    the 
Greater  Boston   area. 

I    am  confident,   not  only   that  this 
ambitious   proposal   will    solve   the  serious 
transportation   problem  confronting   us,    but  also 
that   Its   positive   Impacts   on   surrounding 
neighborhoods   will    *ar   outweigh   any   Inconveniences 
experienced   during   the   construction   of   a   new   artery 


community  outreach   effort. 

I   hope   by  now   that    It   does   not  seem 
Incongruous   for   the   H8TA   to   be   represented   at  today* 
hearing.     We   realize  we   are   one   part  of  a  diverse 
transportation  network    that   serves   many  needs.     Justf 
as   we   have   relied  on   highway  users   to   support  our 
projects,   we   feel    comfortable    returning   that 
support;    because  we   appreciate    the   Importance   of  an 
effective,   balanced   transportation   network. 

This    artery/tunnel    plan   will    bring   us   ons 
setp   closer  to  establishing   such   a   network. 

Thank  you  very   much. 

COMMISSIONER  TIERMEY:   I  will  declare  a 
f1  ve*m1nute  Informs  I  recess  . 

(A  short  recess  wes  then  taken.) 

COMMISSIONER  TIERNEY:  We  would  like  to 
reconvene  our  brief  recess. 

Our  next  scheduled  speaker  —  if  I  could 
have  your  attention,  please  —  our  next  scheduled 
speeker  1s  Frank  Morris. 

Mr.  Morris. 

MR.  MORRIS:   Good  afternoon,  gentlemen. 
I  am  happy  to  be  here  to  testify  on  behalf  of  both 
the  Artery  project  and  the  Tunnel  project.   As  you 


know,  these  have  baen  in  the  past  considered  as 
separate.   I  think  It  1s  one  of  tha  great  steps 
forward  that  we  now  are  viewing  these  as  one  project 
which  Is  the  way  it  should  have  been  I  think  a  long 
time  ago. 

The  City  of  Boston  has  enjoyed  enormous 
economic  success  In  the  past  15  years,  but  I  think 
we  are  running  the  risk  of  choking  on  our  own  success 
If  we  don't  do  something  to  Improve  our  highway 
structure,  and  anyone  who  drives  to  Boston  knows 
that  the  Artery  1s  key  to  traffic  conditions  1n  the 
city.  Any  backing  up  on  the  Artery  Is  felt  1n  many 
places  throughout  the  center  of  the  dty.  and  the 
prospect  ten  years  from  now  of  1f  we  don't  do 
anything  about  It  of  closing  down  one  lane  on  the 
Artery  for  repairs  for  an  extended  period  of  time 
can  only  be  described  as  grim  for  the  prospects  of 
moving  traffic  around  this  city. 

How  with  respect  to  the  tunnel,  I  draw 
your  attention  to  the  fact  that  the  close  proximity 
of  the  airport  1s  a  very  big  plus*  economic  plus  for 
the  dty.   Any  organization  contemplating  a 
corporate  headquarters  here,  comparing  1t  to  New  York 
or  Chicago,  would  have  to  conclude  that  the  close 


under  consideration  1s  the  fact  that  the 
availability  of  Federal  monies  for  projects  of  this 
sort  is  going  to  be  pretty  limited  In  the  years  to 
come.   If  we  miss  this  opportunity  by  our  Inability 
to  get  our  act  together  1n  this  town,  1t  may  be  a 
long  time  before  the  strained  Federal  budget  1s 
going  to  make  these  monies  available  to  us  again. 
So  1t  seems  to  me  a  case  for  going  ahead  with  the 
combined  project  1s  very  strong,  and  I  am  very 
pleased  to  have  the  chance  to  publicly  support  1t. 

Thank  you. 

COMMISSIONER  TIERNEY:   Thank  you, 
Mr.  Morris. 

Our  next  scheduled  speaker  Is  not  here 
yet.  We  have  soaione  that  signed  up  today,  Joseph 
Qoherty,  If  ha  1s  hero. 

MR.  OOHERTY:  Hollo,  ladles  and  gentlemen. 
My  name  1s  Joseph  Ooherty.   I  live  at  109  High 
Street  in  Charlestown,  and  I  think  Boston  Is  a 
beautiful  dty.   In  fact.  It's  the  best  looking 
dty  in  the  whole  wide  world.   Every  time  I  go  down, 
I  am  coming  from  Revere,  or  from  my  house  --  gee,  I 
am  nervous  --  I  go  down  the  tunnel  coning  hone  1s 
always  backed  up.   Every  time  I  think  1t  1s  backed 
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proximity  to  the  airport  Is  a  Mo  plus,  but  It's  a 
big  plus  only  If  you  can  get  across  the  river,  and 
I  think  that  In  the  long  run  the  economic  health  of 
the  dty  will  be  benefitted  immensely  from  a  Third 
Harbor  Tunnel,  not  only  for  mavlne  people,  but  also 
for  moving  cargo,  because  the  air  cargo  out  of  that 
airport  1s  growing  and  has  been  growing  for  some 
years  now  at  the  rate  of  20  percent  per  annum  plus. 

And  finally,  the  fact  that  the  Mayor 
mentioned  yesterday,  at  least  I  read  ft  In  the 
paper  yesterday,  the  fact  that  the  new  artery 
project  1s  going  to  do  a  great  deal  to  Improve  the 
physical  asthetlcs  of  the  dty.   The  present  artery 
cuts  the  dty  off  from  the  waterfront.   I  think  the 
artery  project  will  pay  great  dividends  for  the  dty 
In  enhancing,  spurring  the  development  of  the 
waterfront,  because  the  waterfront  will  no  longer 
be  cut  off  from  the  main  part  of  the  dty. 

It  1s  also  going  to  generate  a  stretch  of 
extranely  valuable  land,  which  1f  properly  managed, 
it  will  pay  great  dividends  to  the  people  of  tho 
city.   It  seems  to  me  there  are  an  awful  lot  of 
pluses,  and  I  don't  see  any  minuses. 

I  think  one  thing  that  ought  to  be  keot 


jp  because  of  the  Expressway.   It  1s  always  Jammed, 
and  a  lot  of  times  I  go  over  the  Cystic  Bridge, 
come  Into  Boston,  and  always  find  that  backed  up.   I 
go  to  work  from  three  o'clock  1n  the  afternoon,  and 
I  go  through  South  Boston,  and  it  1s  only  right  over 
the  South  Station  one  way,  and  I  have  to  wait  maybe 
15,  20  minutes,  a  half  hour,  maybe  40  minutes 
sometimes  before  I  hit  1-93  going  into  Route  3. 

I  am  for  the  proposal  of,  you  know, 
changing  the  system,  tear  It  down,  build  1t,  nafce  1t, 
wider,  and  I  am  for  making  another  tunnel,  you  know, 
building  another  tunnel.   I  think  that  would  be 
great.   I  think  It  would  make  Boston  a  better 
looking  city.   It  wouldn't  be  so  congested  the  way 
it  Is  now.   now  it  looks  like  disaster.   By  the 
year  2000,  all  of  a  sudden  If  you  do  a  little 
repair  work  on  1t,  1t  1s  going  to  bo  even,  you  know, 
worse,  ten  times  worse  than  what  It  1s  now,  and  I 
would  like  to  see  1t  be,  you  know,  constructed,  and 
not  only  that,  but  1t  will  put  a  lot  of  people  back 
to  work,  especially  construction  workers. 

I  an  a  family  man.  I  pay  taxes.  I  an  a 
honeownar,  and  I  am  a  registered  voter,  and  I  feel 
as  though  It's  my  duty  to  say  a  few  syllables  about 
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this  construction.   I  ao  1n  favor  for  It. 

Thank  you  vary   much. 

COMMISSIONER  TIERNET:  Thank  you, 
Mr.  Doherty. 

For  those  of  you  who  are  new  and  haven't 
been  here  for  the  last  hour  --  most  of  you  have, 
I  know  —  1f  you  want  to  speak  and  you  weren't  on 
the  original  schedule,  you  nay  speak  very  shortly 
by  signing  up  In  the  back  of  the  room. 

Our  neit  scheduled  speaker  1s  here  to 
join  us. 

SEMATOR  3ACHRACH:   Thank  you,  Commissioner 
It  Is  good  to  see  you  both  here.   It  Is  also  nice 
to  know  that  members  of  this  adn1n1 strati  on  still 
work  during  the  month  of  August.   Sometimes  we  hear 
the  Governor  shuts  down.   I  commend  you  for  being 
here. 

I  have  soat  written  testimony  I  will  leave 
with  you,  and  I  would,  rather  than  read  It,  Just 
offer  some  quick  points,  if  I  say,  and  leave  the 
written  testimony  for  the  record. 

Some  people  may  wonder  what  a  legislator 
1s  doing  at  this  meeting  not  represented  1n  the 
Immediate  area  concerned.  East  Boston  and  the  North 


Ufa. 

Sut  I  would  like  to  make  a  special  point 
for  the  outlying  communities.   In  the  Sunday  Globe 
Representative  P1ke  Barrett  wrote  I  thought  a  very 
thoughtful  article  about  his  difficulty  In 
convincing  suburban  residents  to  play  a  role  In  the 
Hfe  of  the  city.  I  would  suggest  to  you  that 
those  of  us  who  represent  outside  communities  very 
much  believe  that  we  are  elected  to  the  hub.   I  heve 
a  district  of  light  Industry.  That  light  Industry 
depends,  depends  critically,  upon  the  ability  to 
get  to  the  airport  and  from  the  airport.  Its  goods 
and  merchandise  from  the  marketplace,  1t  depends 
critically  on  the  artery  for  commerce  Into  the 
southeastern  portion  of  the  state,  down  to  Rhode 
Island,  we  mey  not  be  at  the  heart  of  the  city, 
but  this  particular  program  and  the  congestion  on 
1t  Is  a  major  factor  1n  the  quality  of  the  business 
Hfe  of  people  not  Just  In  the  city,  but  the 
suburban  areas,  and  I  would  hasten  to  say  all  of 
New  England. 

The  fact  that  the  present  situation  blocks 
traffic  at  that  critical  Juncture,  that  you  cannot 
get  through,  even  now,  statements  about  the  year 
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£nd  or  downtown  areas.   I  do.  for  the  record, 
represent  Altston  Heights  and  Srlghton,  wards  21  and 
ZZ   of  the  city,  but  I  am  here  as  nuch  to  represent 
some  of  the  outlying  communities.   I  reoresent 
Cambridge ,  4atertown ,  Selmont. 

There  are  some  obvious  reasons  'or 
supporting  the  depression  of  the  Central  Artery 
and  building  the  Third  Harbor  Tunnel,  particularly 
Into  the  airport,  that  1  suspect  have  been  raised. 

First,  and  most  obvious.  Is  the 
facilitation  of  traffic  that  1s  used  in  the  area; 
the  other  Issues  obviously  are  esthetics,  the  fact 
we  have  a  tremendous  eyesore;  third,  that  we  have 
cut  off  one  section  of  the  city  from  another,  and 
that  commerce  locally  cannot  take  place  as  easily  as 
1t  might.   Those  are  all  very  Important. 

I  might  add  that  frankly  the  matter  of 
esthetics  1s  very  imoortant.  being  someone  who 
believes  the  quality  of  Hfe  in  the  city  1s  very 
Important.   I  have  always  believed  that  the  great 
"walk  to  the  sea",  which  has  been  talked  about. 
Joked  about,  1s  truly  a  wonderful  thlnq.  The 
develooment  of  the  downtown  area  has  with  some 
difficulties  worked  well  and  add»d  to  the  quality  of 


2010,  a  12-hour  bumper  to  bumper  to  bumper  traffic 
Is  a  horror,  but  the  fact  1s  that  today  1s  a  horror,, 
and  the  Idea  of  spending  millions  and  millions  of 
dollars  to  simply  rehabilitate  the  existing 
anachronism,   that  1s  also  an  eyesore,  that  also 
cuts  off  neighborhoods,  I  think  would  Just  be  a 
travesty,   we  need  to  widen  the  Central  Artery  as 
we  proposed,  and  depress  1t,  facilitation  of  the 
traffic  now  1s  Important  to  the  commerce  of  Boston, 
but  also  to  the  quality  of  the  commerce  and  the  sir,, 
and  at  we  know  the  added  pollution  of  cars  waiting 
In  line  1s  also  Immeasurably  worse  than  If  we  had  a 
free  flow  of  trefflc. 

For  all  of  these  reasons,  I  think  1t  1s 
vitally  Important.  For  those  that  live  1n  the 
Immediate  area.  I  would  suggest  that  what  Is 
Senator  Baekraeh  doing  here,  he  doesn't  live  1n  the 
aree,  he  doesn't  understand  the  disruption  of  our 
lives  thet  this  would  cause,  I  would  say  to  you  thatl 
we  all  have  some  sense  of  disruption  that  doing 
transportation  causes,   "y  immediate  part  of  the 
world  extends  Itself  to  Alewlfe.   »y  constituents 
1n  North  Cambridge  have  undergone  tremendous 
difficulty  as  Harvard  Square  has  been  dug  up.   The 


Impact  on  traffic  pattern*  will  be  severe  and  will 
hurt,  but  in  the  long  term  «•  In  tha  Belmont  and 
Brighton  area  hope  to  provide  a  major  benefit  to 
not  only  our  area,  but  a  much  larger  area. 

Tor  that  reason,  1  am  here  today  to 
support  the  depression  of  the  Central  Artery  and 
widening  and  hope  to  proceed  with  the  funding  of 
that  In  conjunction  with  the  Third  Harbor  Tunnel. 
It  Is  Important  to  the  city  and  to  my  area  and  a 
much  larger  area. 

I  thank  you  for  this  opportunity.   My  written 
presentation  adds  more  detail,  but  I  would  spare 
you  that. 

Thank  you. 

COMMISSIONER  TIERNEY:   Thank  you.  Senator. 

I  don't  believe  any  of  our  Initially 
scheduled  people  art  here  yet.  We  have  two  people 
that  signed  up,  at  least  one  person.   David  Sullivan' 

MR.  SULLIVAN:   Thank  you,  Mr.  Chairman. 
My  nine  is  David  Sullivan.   I  live  at  83  Inman 
Street,  Cambridge,  and  I  am  an  elected  member  of  the 
Democratic  State  Committee  representing  a  district 
which  Includes  East  Boston  and  the  North  End,  and  I 
am  appearing  this  afternoon  1n  opposition  to  a 


a  third  harbor  tunnel,  the  MBTA  Blue  Line. 

PubHc  resources  ought  to  be  used  to 
Improve  MBTA  service  and  to  encourage  more  people  to 
use  the  T,  not  to  promote  more  automobiles  in  an 
already  congested  urban  area.   In  this  connection,  I 
must  call  to  your  attention  that  the  State  Democratic 
Platform,  on  which  Governor  Dukakis  was  elected  last 
year,  expresses  a  clear  preference  for,  quote,  high 
quality  public  transportation,  end  quote,  and  suDports 
efforts  to  combat  air  pollution. 

In  conclusion.  I  urge  that  no  third 
automobile  tunnel  be  built,  and  that  we  turn  our 
attention  to  long-range  solutions  to  these  difficult 
problems.   Thank  you  very  much. 

COMMISSIONER   TIERNEY:   Thank  you, 
Mr.  Sullivan. 

'I  will  keep  repeating  this  for  people  who 
may  have  come  1n  recently*   If  you  want  to  testify 
on  this  corridor  hearing  for  the  improvements  to  the 
Central  Artery  or  a  harbor  crossing,  you  may  sign  up 
In  the  back  of  the  hall  and  testify.   If  you  do  not 
want  to  testify  orally,  your  written  testimony  w1H 
be  Included  as  much  a  part  of  the  record  of  this 
hearing  as  If  you  spoke  here.   With  written  testimony 
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Third  Harbor  Tunnel  because  I  fear  its  Impact  both 
on  my  constituents  and  on  many  others  1n  the 
metropol 1  tan  area . 

A  Third  Harbor  Tunnel  would  Increase 
auto mo bile  traffic  Into  and  througn  East  Soston. 
creattna  additional  air  pollution  and  congestion. 
It  would  promote  the  growth  of  Logan  Airport  and 
related  services,  causing  further  111  effects  on 
surrounding  communities. 

While  the  proposed  tunnel  alignment  onto 
airport  property  certainly  represents  a  welcome 
Improvement  over  earlier  plans,  1t  'alls  to  address 
these  wider  concerns  at  all.   at  a  cost  of  a  billion 
dollars,  a  third  tunnel  would  not  begin  to  solve  the 
transportation  probl ems  which  bring  us  here  this 
afternoon.   Much  broader  solutions  are  required,  and 
I  am  pleased  to  endorse  the  alternatives  proposed 
by   the  Coalition  Against  a  Third  Tunnel. 

Those  alternatives  are  improving  the 
Central  Artery,  keeping  the  one-way  toll  system, 
capping  Logan  Airport  expansion,  Improving  public 
transportation,  and  creating  a  ferry  system.   In 
particular,  as  spmeone  who  does  not  own  a  car,  I 
emphasize  an  often  overlooked  'act:   we  already  have 


our  only  requirement  is  that  1t  be  delivered  to  the 

Department  of  Public  Works  at  100  Nashua  Street, 

Soston  within  two  weeks  of  today  to  get  the  record 

of  the  testimony. 

Also  for  any  of  you  who  came  1n  beyond  my 

original  introduction,  we  have  graohlcs  on  both  sidesi 

of  the  hall  for  all  of  the  options  that  are  discussed] 

In  our  draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement.   If  you 

have  any  specific  questions  on  those  graphics,  there 

are  people  sitting  waiting  to  be  asked  over  there 

on  my  left-hand  corner.   All  you  have  to  do  1s  go 

i 
ask  them. 

We'll    take   another   five-minute   or   less 
recess. 

(A   short   recess   was    then    taken.) 

COMMISSIONER   TIERNEY:      I   would    like    to 
reconvene,    call    off   the   recess    and   reconvene. 

Our   next   scheduled  speaker  1s   Barney 
Frank.      Congressman   Frank?      I    said  at   the   beginning 
this   1s    a    formal    public  hearing,   but  you   don't  have 
to   dress   formally.      You   can   taka    off  your   coat. 

CONGRESSMAN    FRANK:      Thank    you.      Thank    you. 
I    appreciate   the   chance    to   testify,    and    I    commend 
you   and   Secretary  Salvucd    and   the   Governor    for 
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Hiking  1t  possible  for  everybody  Interested  to  be 
heard  on  this  very  important  subject. 

r,  like  a  lot  of  other  people,  t  have  been 
concerned  with  various  aspects  of  the  program  you 
are  talking  about  today  for  many  years.   I  an  now  a 
memoer  of  Congress  from  a  district  which  does  not 
Include  either  the  Central  Artery  or  the  proposed 
Third  Tunnel  site,  although  I  have  not  recently 
checked  with  the  Massachusetts  Legislature,  and  I  an 
ntver   sure  whether  It  1s  or  1s  not  1n  oy  district, 
but  I  don't  think  that  they  have  reached  that  yet. 

I  have  In  the  past  been  opposed  to  sone 
of  the  particular  aspects  of  this  proposal,  partly 
because  they  did  not  seen  to  me  to  be  part  of  a  well 
thought  out  plan,  partly  because  they  did  not  1n 
their  Individual  entitles  seen  to  me  to  offer 
traffle  relief  and  transportation  help  adequate  to 
the  cost,  partly  because  we  did  not  have,  those  of 
us  who  lived  1n  the  city  as  I  did  at  the  tint,  I 
think  adequate  assurance  that  the  projects  would  be 
handled  with  the  care  that  1s  necessary  for  something 
of  this  sortc 

Looking  at  this  total  package,  however,  and 
in  particular  at  the  great  care  that  nas  been  taken 
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comeiltment  to  an  overall  balanced  transnortatlon 
project  to  rail  and  other  alternatives.  As  part  of 
this  project,  I  think  a  third  tunnel  coning  up  1n 
the  airport  and  1t  does  not  disrupt  East  Boston  1s 
an  Important  one. 

As  far  as  the  Artery  1s  concerned,  I  have 
been  concerned  for  a  long  time  about  the  cost  of 
depression  of  the  Central  Artery,   As  far  as  events 
have  shown,  and  we  look  at  the  whole  question  of  the  ' 
Intrastructure,  we  face  a  situation  where  the  Artery 
Is  sooner  or  later  going  to  cone  down.   The  question 
1s  whether  we  bring  1t  down  reasonably  or  we  stand 
there  and  let  1t  crumble,   we  have  done  pretty  well, 
or  that  old  road  has  done  well  by  us,  but  1t  takes  a 
heavier  burden  than  anticipated. 

As  part  of  an  Integrated  scheme  that 
redoes  that  Artery,  Increases  Its  capacity,  and  turns. 
1t  Into  a  nondlspuptlve  tunnel,  gives  us  the 
opportunity  to  lower  1t.   Simply  lowering  It  fop  the 
sake  of  lowering  tt  for  esthetic  reasons  for  an  unduai 
cost,  as  part  of  a  package  In  which  1t  has  to  get  tha 
needed  structural  work,  because  we  have  learned  tha 
danger  of  not  doing  the  structural  repair  on  these 
kind  of  things,  and  tying  Into  the  transportation 
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to  minimize,  absolutely,  the  disruption  that  will 
be  entailed  here,  the  commitment  to  not  disturb  the 
peoole's  homes,  the  commitment  to  not  infringing  on 
Important  communities.  I  think  that  this  combined 
project  of  depression  of  the  Central  Srtery  ana  the 
Third  Tunnel  that  comes  up  Into  the  airport  grounds 
so  1t  is  not  disruptive  of  the  comnunlty  of  East 
3oston  1s  an  Important  project.   It  1s  Imoortant  I 
think  economically,  and  It  1s  Important  I  think 
envl ronnentally. 

As  I  said,  in  the  pest  I  have  been 
skeptical  of  some  of  the  individual  proposals, 
precisely  because  tney  were  individual  proposals  and 
did  not  in  my  Judgment  offer  us  any  relief  *rom 
traffic  congestion  and  Jans.   They  simply  moved  1t 
alone;. 

■  «  have  for  the  first  tine  in  my  memory  a 
total  package  of  prooosals  here,  and  I  think  they'ret 
Important.   Specifically  with  regard  to  tha  tunnel, 
the  commitment  to  having  a  tunnel  come  up  Inside  of 
the  airport,  which  1s  the  first  time  I  can  remember 
there  being  an  absolute  commltnent  to  that  effect, 
goes  a  long  way  towards  the  objective  that  others 
have  had.   tt  has  also  occurred  to  ne  we  -jve  a 


scheme  offers  for  the  first  time  In  15  years  or  so 
that  !  have  been  watching  this,  elves  a  plan  to 
Improve  traffic  and  to  Improve  the  environment,  and 
It  Is  oovlously  the  case  that  the  work  that  would  be  i 
generated  '.n    this  particular  project  will  be  very 
Important,  both  to  those  directly  employed  and  to 
those  that  would  benefit  fron  spending  the  money. 

I  think  we  have  an  overall  package  that 
makes  sense,  and  I  an  glad  to  support  it,  and  If  thei 
Commonwealth  goes  ahead  and  decides  to  pursue  this 
particular  scheme  and  request  Federal  funds,  I  will 
be  doing  what  1  can  to  support  that. 

Thank  you. 

COMMISSIONER  TIERNEY:  Thank  you. 
Congressman  Frank.   Thank  you  *or  coming  up  from 
Fall  River. 

CONGRESSMAN  FRANK:   Thank  you  for  coming 
down  from  Fall  River. 

COMMISSIONER  TIERNEY:   Our  next  scheduled 
speaker  right  now  1s  Lois  Pines. 

MS.  PINES:   Thank  you,  h>.  Chairman.   I 
am  Lois  Pines.   I  reside  at  40  <eene  Road  fn  waban, 
Massachusetts.   I  have  been  an  attorney  for  alnost 
20  years,  and  I  was  one  of  the  founding  members  of 


the  Boston  9ar  Association  Committee  on  the 
Environment.   I  was  also  one  of  the  authors  of 
legislation  which  allows  private  citizens  to  sue  to 
protect  damage  to  the  environment.   In  addition,  I 
played  a  role  In  establishing  the  first  set  of  air 
pollution  regulations  for  the  greater  metropolitan 
area  tn  1970. 

I  have  spent  many  years  in  the  public 
sector,  first  on  the  Newton  Board  of  Mdernen,  and 
then  as  a  representative  representing  the  City  of 
Pewton  for  three  terms. 

During  those  terms,  I  worked  to  insure  that 
Massachusetts  protect  Its  environment  and  natural 
resources  and  do  all  that  1t  could  to  protect  and 
Improve  the  quality  of  life  for  the  people  of 
Massachusetts.   1  am  perhaps  publicly  known  most  for 
ny  advocacy  on  behalf  of  the  environment  and  on 
behalf  of  consumers. 

I  opposed  the  construction  of  the  Third 
Harbor  Tunnel  while  I  was  a  member  of  the  Legislature 
because  I  believed  that  the  plans  that  were  put 
forward  failed  to  deal  with  very  serious  problems: 
air  pollution,  noise  pollution,  the  splitting  of  the 
East  Eoston  community,  inadeouate  attention  had  been 


the  Regional  Director  of  the  Federal  Trade 
Commission's  New  England  office.   As  such,  my  office 
was  located  at  150  Causeway  Street  on  the  13th  floor 
I  had  a  bird's  eye  view  of  the  Central  Artery, 
bumper  to  bumper,  for  a  good  part  of  the  day,  every 
weekday.   In  fact,  the  view  Is  very  boring,   for  as 
far  as  the  eye  could  see  1n  both  directions,  one 
only  saw  bumper  to  bumper  cars.   One  day  I  recollect 
being  Interviewed  by  a  reporter  from  a  Boston  news 
station.  He  encouraged  me  to  use  my  special 
ventage  point  to  assist  commuters  by  giving  dally 
traffic  reports  fro*  my   special  perch,  but  it  was 
clear  that  the  dally  message  would  be  most 
repetitive:   heavy  congestion,  frustratl on, 
pollution. 

In  addition,  I  drove  to  work  dally,  always  I 
trying  to  beat  the  traffic.   I  cane  In  very  early. 
and  I  left  very  late.   I  used  the  airport  frequently  I 
1n  that  my  responsibilities  required  a  good  deal  of 
travel,  not  only  for  myself,  but  for  my   staff. 
Indeed,  a  good  number  of  staff  people  from  our 
Washington  office  of  the  federal  Trade  Commission 
cane  to  Boston  and  used  the  airport.   Whoever 
traveled  from  Washington  to  Boston  was  always  aware 
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given  to  the  environmental  impact  of  that  proposed 
parcel.   Thus  !  am  particularly  pleased  to  be  here 
today  to  support  what  I  believe  1?  a  v»ry   well 
thought  out  plan  to  both  depress  the  Central  Artery 
and  to  construct  a  Third  Harbor  Crossing. 

I  will  admit  that  when  I  first  heard  of  the 
prooosal  to  depress  the  Central  Artery,  I  too  was 
a  doubting  Thomas,  believing  that  U  was  both  an 
unwise  expenditure  of  dollars,  but  really  not 
possible.   As  a  strong  supoorter  over  the  vears  of 
environmental  impact  statements,  I  am  sleased  to  say 
that  havln*  read  this  latest  supplement  from  cover 
to  cover,  I  too  am  convinced  that  it  1s  not  only 
nosslcle,  but  that  It's  a  viry   wise  expenditure  of 
dollars  o*  both  the  Federal  government  and  the 
Connonwealth  of  Massachusetts. 

For  those  who  like  myself  opposed  the  olan 
to  build  a  Third  Harbor  Tunnel.  I  believe  our 
opposition  over  the  years  has  borne  very   great 
fruits.   This  plan  1s  innovative.   It  1s  sensible. 
It  1s  sensitive,  environmentally  sound,  and  I  believe 
will  orovlde  thousands  of  Jobs.   But  It  will  also  be 
an  economic  boon  to  our  region. 

from  1<?79  throunh  .Tune  of  10S1,  T  served  as^ 


of  a  need  to  plan  1n  advance  to  be  able  to  make  any 
date  because  of  the  extraordinary  congestion  and 
problems  that  they  would  encounter  with  access  to  and 
from  the  City  of  Boston. 

Thus  1  feel  today  that  I  have  a  special 
knowledge  to  bring  to  this  discussion  with  regard  to 
the  serious  traffic  problems  facing  Massachusetts 
commuters ,  business  people  using  the  port,  travelers, 
visitors,  and  those  people  who  have  need  for  the 
areas  serviced  by  the  Central  Artery.   I  felt 
personally  unsafe  1n  my  location  at  150  Causeway 
Street.   I  constantly  apologized  to  visitors  for 
ojr  physical  surroundings,  for  the  derelicts  on  the 
street.   I  spent  a  great  deal  of  time  as  the 
Regional  Director  of  that  office  trying  to  get 
General  Services  Administration  to  allow  our  office 
to  move.   I  got  familiar  with  the  people  who  worked 
in  that  particular  building,  would  not  be 
disappointed  If  their  offices  trt   moved  as  a  result 
of  the  depression  and  widening  of  the  Central  Artery^ 
I  an  particularly  worried  about  my  female  staff  who 
stayed  after  hours  working  on  specific  programi.   I 
always  Insisted  they  take  cabs  or  be  picked  up  by 
car  when  those  occasions  arose.   The  darkness  and 


dlnglness  under  the  Central  Artery  was  both 
depressing  and  ugly.   In  fact,  I  had  difficulty 
hiring  people  to  come  up  to  work  in  that  particular 
location.   This  was  particularly  so  for  lawyers.   In 
fact,  I  couldn't  open  my  windows  and  talk  on  the 
telephone  at  the  sane  time  because  the  noise  from 
13  stories  below  was  so  extreme  that  tt  filtered  up, 
Interfering  with  my  ability  to  listen  to  someone  on 
the  other  end  of  the  telephone. 

Boston  is  a  vital  and  exciting  city,  with 
I  believe  a  very  great  future.   The  continued 
existence  of  the  elevated  structure  which  separates 
ne1 onborhoods  and  discourages  upgrading  and  casts 
gloom  in  the  area  renders  this  part  of  the  city  an 
orphan.   I  am  proud  of  the  revl tal 1  ration  that  1s 
taking  place  tn  so  many  sections  of  the  city,  but  as 
long  as  the  Central  Artery  remains  1n  place. 
North  Station,  even  with  the  construction  of  the  new 
Federal  building,  will  not  prosper,  and  it  will  not 
effectively  compete  for  privet*  funds  for  new 
construction  and  for  rehabilitation. 

From  an  air  pollution  perspective,  from  an 
overall  envl rdnmental  perspective,  the  depression  of 
the  Artery  1s  a  must.   The  economic  vitality  of  the 


I  am  pleased  that  Secretary  Salvuccl  has 
promised  and  Insured  everyone  of  a  continuing 
opportunity  to  provide  Input  In  the  design  phase  of 
this  project.   As  with  any  construction  project  of 
this  magnitude,  I  am  confident  that  there  will  be 
opportunities  for  those  changes  that  are  necessary. 
Since  I  have  always  stood  "or  public  participation, 
I  believe  that  every  opportunity  must  be  made 
available  for  continued  public  Input,  and  particularity 
from  the  affected  parties.   Ourlng  my  years  as  a 
public  person,  I  have  always  worried  about 
government  taking  advantage  of  the  smell  business 
person,  the  Individual  who  can  not  effectively 
fight  the  system.   One  worry  that  I  continue  to  have 
relates  to  insuring  that  those  whose  property  will 
be  taken  under  this  proposal  are  adequately 
compensated. 

As  a  legislator,  I  was  unsuccessful  1n 
securing  passage  of  legislation  which  would  have 
required  that  goodwill  be  recompensed  1f  a  business 
was  taken  In  an  eminent  domain  hearing.   I  would 
urge  Secretary  Salvuccl  to  Insure  that  those 
Individuals  whose  unfortunate  fate  Is  to  be  In  the 
path  of  this  proposal  be  treated  fairly  and 
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Port  and  our  Massachusetts  economy  <s  conditioned  en 
a  relief  from  traffic  congestion,  and  It  demands 
easy  access  to  our  airport.   We  must  plan  for  a 
growl ng  city,  both  visitors,  tourists,  business 
people,  from  all  over  the  world  who  look  to  Boston 
as  the  international  city,   we' re  known  across  the 
world  for  our  brain  power,  our  computer  expertise, 
our  Innovation,  our  leadership,  our  universities, 
our  medical  center,  how  then  can  we  sit  back  and  not 
solve  whit  now  appears  to  be  a  very   solvable  problem 
simple  access  to  our  city,  from  our  city  to  the 
nation,  and  Indeed  to  the  world. 

I  believe  that  Secretary  Salvuccl  should 
be  commended  for  what  Is  a  brilliant  plan.   The 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  worked  on  by  over  a 
hundred  people  provided  us  with  the  support  that  1s 
needed  to  Insure  that  this  plan  1s  workable.   The 
future  of  the  city  and  the  region  depends  upon  this 
decision,  and  I  very  much  hope  that  we  all  do  what 
we  can  to  convince  those  1n  Washington  who  are  1n 
charge  of  the  purse  strings  that  monies  must  be 
allocated  to  this  project,  depressing  and  widening 
the  Central  Artery  and  bulldlna  the  Third  Harbor 
Tunnel . 


equitably,  as  if  the  effected  small  business  were 
his  family's  livelihood.   There  will  be  a  greet 
deal  of  disruption  borne  by  those  whose  property 
will  not  be  taken  but  who  are  In  the  effected  area. 
Loss  of  business  durlnn  construction,  anguish,  and 
Inconvenience.   We  must  assure  that  a  special 
system  oe  put  In  place  to  allow  for  easy  access  to 
the  actual  decision  makers  by  those  effected  parties^ 

The  good  of  the  Commonwealth  I  believe 
demands  that  this  particular  project  go  forward, 
but  we  must  also  Insure  that  the  minority  who  are 
to  be  effected  by  the  project  who  will  bear  the 
burden  of  disruption  and  dislocation  and  perhaos 
relocation  for  some  period  of  time  be  given  special 
attention  and  special  assistance.   I  am  confident 
that  Secretary  Salvucd  and  the  State  Department 
of  Public  Works  will  do  all  they  can  to  Insure  that 
this  takes  place. 

I  am  pleased  to  have  the  opportunity  to 
put  forward  my  remarks,  given  my  Involvement  with 
this  Issue  over  many  years. 

Thank  you,  Mr.  Chairman. 

COMMISSIONER  TIERNEY:   Then*  you. 

Our  next  scheduled  speaker  on  the  meeting 


schedule  1s  Senator  Allan  HcKlnnon,  if  he  1s  here. 

SENATOR  rlcKINNON:   Good  afternoon. 
Kr.  Chairman.   My  name  1s  Allan  R.  McKlnnon.   I  an 
the  State  Senator  representing  the  South  Shore 
comnunl  ties  of  Cohasset,  Ouxbury ,  H1 ngham,  Hull, 
Marshfleld,  Scltuate  and  Weymouth. 

1  a*  here  today  to  express  my  strong 
support  of  the  Third  Harbor  Tunnel/Oepressed  Central 
Artery  project.  This  proposed  project  1s  vital  not 
only  for  the  continued  development  of  Boston  as  our 
core  city,  but  also  for  those  who  must  travel  througt1 
the  city  to  points  north  and  south. 

The  combined  project  would  significantly 
help  ease  the  traffic  burdens  of  my  South  Shore 
constl tuency. 

Several  years  ago  when  this  project  was 
first  proposed,  I  felt  that  the  monies  could  be  put 
to  better  use.   I  must  adult  that  I  an  now  a 
convert.   I  travel  the  Southeast  Expressway  dally 
and  after  witnessing  the  Increase  In  traffic 
tie-ups  on  both  the  northbound  and  southbound  sides 
of  the  Central  Artery,  I  firmly  believe  that  Its 
expansion  1s  long  overdue.   The  duration  of  dally 
traffic  congestion  spans  from  early  afternoon  hours 


1-32 

North   Shore.      This    Is   not   a   local    Issue.     We're 
talking   about  an   artery   connecting   Interstate 
highways    serving   the  entire   New  England   area. 

The   positive   ramifications   of  this 
project  would  enhance   the  economic,   environmental, 
social    and  esthetic  qualities    of  Boston   by: 
creating    long-term  Jobs;    generating   forty   to   seventy 
million    dollars    1n   state   Income   taxes    from  wages 
paid  during   the   period   of  construction;    developing 
the   20   *cres    of   land  and   air   rights  which  will    be 
made   available   by   depressing   the   Central    Artery; 
Improving   traffic   flow   In   East   Boston    and  South 
Boston;   gaining  better   access    to   Logan   Airport   from 
all    points;   generating   $2   billion   1n   construction 
activity   in   the   Commonwealth;    diminishing   air 
pollution   created   by   thousands   of   Idling   vehicles. 

In   addition,    removal    of   the   divider  that 
now   Intersects    the   heart   of  Boston   and   Its   historic 
waterfront  will    certainly   Impact   favorably  on    the 
dty's    community  "11  fe   and  esthetic  setting. 

The   Third  Harbor  Tunnel    and    the  depression 
of   the   Central    Artery   are  not  mutually  exclusive 
projects.      Together,    they   constitute   an    Integral 
part  of  modernizing   the    transportation   network    in 
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to    early    evening,    strangling    traffic    on    this 
overburdened    artery    for   a   mile    or   more    around    the 
Oewey   Square    Tunnel. 

The   Central    Artery  was   built    In   1959    to 
handle    a    capacity    of    100,010    cars.       In    1983,    the 
artery   serves    as   Boston's   major  north/south 
connector   as   well    at    a  major   route    to   Logan   Airport. 
Its    current    average    dally    capacity    is    165.000    cars, 
and  statistics   show   that   this    roadway   has    two   and 
one-half   times   the   national    accident   rate   #or  urbar 
highways.      The    present    situation    discourages    day 
visitors    and    tourists    from    coming    Into    the    city    anrt 
deters    economl c    growth . 

The    traffic    congestion    1s    a    nlghtnare 
now.       If    plans    are    not   made    to    move    ahead    on    a 
depressed   Central    Artery,   within   a   decade,   as 
traffic    continues    to    Increase,    travel    time    for 
commuters   will    quadruple.      A   Third   Harbor   Tunnel 
and   a  widened  artery  would   tremendously   Improve 
traffic   flow  and   traffic   safety  on    the  Central 
Artery   as   well    as   on   numerous   highway   facilities 
connecting  with    It.      These    facilities    service 
regional    through- traffl c    from    the    South    Shore, 
downtown    Boston,    East    Soston,    Logan    Airport   and    the 


and   around   the   City  of  Soston. 

i.'e   desperately  need   relief   from   this  web 
of  vehicular   congestion   If  we   are   to   save   the 
capltol    city    from   strangling    1n    Its    own    traf*1c. 
The   only  way   to  effectively   achieve   this    Is   to 
conblne    the    Central    Artery   depression  with   a  Third 
Harbor   Tunnel.      The   need    Is    a   critical    and  obvious 
one.      Secretary  of  Transoortatlan    and   Construction 
Fred  Salvucd    has   my   full    and  enthusiastic   support 
In    reouestlnq   Federal    Interstate   Highway  Trust 
cunds    for  this   most   vital    project. 

Thank  you. 

C0HMISSI0HEP   TIERNEY:      Thank  you.   Senator. 

The   next   schedulea  speaker  1s   Judith 
KurUnd.      Coming   to    the  witness   table   Is 
Ms.   Kurland. 

HS.    KURLAND:      Thank   you .    Commissioner. 

I    am  htr»   representing   Hew   England  Medical 
Center,    a   major  academic   teaching   center   in   downtown 
Boston.    I    aa  the    Director  of   Public  Affairs,   and 
Jerry   Grossman,   who   1s   the   president  --    I   mention 
him  because   he   1s    also   the   Chairman   of   the   Center 
City   Task   Force.      I    am  here  not  only   to   express   our 
support  of   the    combined   depression   of   the   Central 
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Artery  and  the  seaport  access  route  for  the  harbor 
tunnel,  but  also  to  express  our  Interest  In  what  It 
will  do  for  the  whole  downtown,  and  not  our  narrow 
Interest  as  a  medical  center. 

Of  particular  Interest  to  us  as  a  medical 
center  1s  Increased  access  of  emergency  vehicles, 
of  access  for  our  patients  and  their  families,  and 
of  our  staff  to  the  medical  center.  As  much  traffic 
as  need  not  go  through  downtown  Boston  and  Its  back 
streets,  the  easier  1t  is  for  those  who  come  to  our 
medical  center. 

We  also  are  concerned  about  the  effects  on 
our  neighbors,  and  to  in  particular  Chinatown  and 
South  Boston  seem  to  benefit  from  this  approach,  and  I 
I  commend  you  and  your  staff  from  going  out  and 
talking  to  people  in  the  communities  and  get  the 
best  In  the  modified  plan. 

we  do  have,  I  just  want  to  raise  a  few 
concerns,  and  I  am  sure  you  share  1n  our  general 
support  of  the  program.   I  list  them  not  In  order  of 
priority,  but  in  the  order  they  were  listed  1n  your 
supplemental  draft  statement. 

The  first  is  Oowntown  Crossing.   You 
mentioned  there  may  be  some  adverse  effects  on  some 


Budge  Upton.   I  am  speaking  this  afternoon  1n  place 
of  Chuck  Favazzo.   I  am  with  Cabot,  Cabot  &  Forbes. 

COMMISSIONER  TIERNET:   Could  you  move  a 
little  closer? 

MR.  UPTON:  How  is  that? 
COMMISSIONER  TIERNET:  Fine. 
MR.  UPTON:   My  name  is  Budge  Upton.   I  am 
with  Cabot.  Cabot  S  Forbes,  and  I  am  speaking  tpday 
In  place  of  Chuck  Favazzo.   I  do  have  several  brief 
comments  that  I  would  like  to  make. 

The  first  1s  that  Cabot.  Cabot  a  Forbes 
fully  supports  the  full  build  modified  alternative 
5A  for  construction  of  the  depressed  Central  Artery, 
the  seaport  access  road,  and  the  Third  Harbor  Tunnel. 
Specifically,  we  would  like  to  make  a  reouest,  and 
that  1s  that  in  the  final  CIS  there  be  some  attention} 
given  to  an  analysis  of  the  traffic  impacts  on  the 
Congress  Street-Northern  Avenue  Seaport  Avenue 
connector  route.   Specifically  we  would  ask  for  some 
definition  of  the  level  of  service  projections  at 
the  connector  Intersections  with  Congress  Street  and 
Northern  Avenue,  the  traffic  volumes  on  the  connector 
road  broken  down  by  truck  versus  car  traffic. 

Further,  and  this  is  the  last  point  that  I 
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of   the   cart   trade,    and    I    am  sure   that   people   alreadyi 
you   and   Secretary  Salvucd    and   Mr.    O'leary,   are 
already    thinking   about   how   to   enhance   and   bring 
people   so   that   that  will    not  be    disrupted. 

The    second,    I    know   you    are    working    on,    we 
-want  to  express   our  shared   concern   1s    the   interest 
of   the   people    in   South   Boston   to   participate   1n    the 
planning  of   the   design   and   to    continue   to   have   a 
role   as   your   plans   develop. 

I    am  sure   that    the  same   creativity  will 
continue    to   solve   some    problems   you  had   a  year  or 
more   ago,   or  five  years   or  ten   years   ago,    that   nave 
culminated   In    this    very  ereetive   and   determined   plan 
will    be   evidenced   1n  your  working  with   the 
communities    to   make   sure  we   get   the   best   possible 
plan   to   cerry   this   out.      He   are   extremely   supportive. 
I    can't  praise   the  efforts    too  much,    and  we   look 
forward    to   having    them   come    to    fruition. 

Thank  you. 

COMMISSIONER  TIERNET:   Thank  you, 
Ms.  Kurland. 

Our  next  speaker  scheduled  is  Chuck 
Favazzo.   I  understand  he  has  a  substitute. 

MR.  UPTON:   Sood  afternoon.   My  name  Is 


would  like  to  make  this  afternoon,  we  would  like  to 
acknowledge  at  this  time  that  we  do  as  a  company 
responsible  for  the  development  of  a  portion  of  land: 
in  that  area,  we  would  like  to  take  a  further  look 
at  the  exact  location  of  that  seaport  access 
connector  with  respect  to  Its  east-west  position. 
We  will  be  engaging  some  consultants  ourselves  to 
perform  some  studies  to  give  us  some  further 
perspective  on  what  the  Implications  of  various 
alignments  might  be  and  look  forward  to  working  with 
the  State  as  time  goes  on  subsequent  to 
Seotember  30th  to  further  analyze  the  results. 

COMMISSIONER  TIERNET:   Thank  you.   You 
request  that  we  review  traffic  1n  the  Congress  and 
Northern  Avenue  area.   Made  a  part  of  these  minutes 
means  that  we  have  to  look  at  It. 

Our  next  speaker  Is  Oavld  Oavis. 

HR.  OAVIS:   My  name  is  David  i.  Oavis. 

and  I  am  the  Executive  Director  of  the  Massachusetts 

Port  Authority. 

Before  I  go  on  with  my  remarks,  Mr.  Tierne 

I  would  Just  like  to  tell  you  how  pleased  I  am  that 

you  are  on  that  side  of  the  desk  today,  and  I  am  on 

this  side. 


Me    at    Massport   welcome    the    opportunity    to 

I 
testify   at   the   public  hearing   on   the   Third  Harbor 

Tunnel/Central    Artery  project. 

The    planning    process    for   addressing 
regional    transportation   needs.    In   a  manner  that 
ir1n1m1  zes   communl  ty   Impacts,   has   been   a   very   long 
one.     But  over   the   last  several    months,    it   has   been 
an   accelerated   and   Increasingly   comprehensive   and 
positive   process.     We   at  Passport   are   pleased  that 
attention  has   been   given    to   regional    traffic  problem 
In   both   the   north-south   and  east-west   directions. 
In   that   regard,   we   are   pleased   that   the 
long-standing   Central    Artery   and   Third   Tunnel 
problems    are  now  being   addressed.      As    I  will    note    In 
this    testimony,    Massport   has   many   concerns,    but   looks) 
forward   to   the   resolution   of   these   concerns    1n   the 
preparation  of   the    final   EIR/EIS    on    this   project. 

It  Is   my   view  that   the    future   viability  of 
several   Important  Massport  facilities,  which  arc 
crucial    to   the   regional    economy.   Is   being   seriously 
threatened  by   the   Inability  of  our  current 
transportation   system  to   provide    the  necessary   level 
of  ground  access.     This    1s    true   at   the   commercial/ 
Industrial    site    1n   South   Boston,   where  we  have   many 
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ago,  Massport  undertook  a  study  on  the  effects  of 
major  transit  extensions  on  the  Logan  mode  split, 
I.e.  the  percentage  of  people  using  Logan  who  arrive 
or  leave  by  public  transportation.   We  Investigated 
the  effects  of  two  Blue  Line  extensions  ,  one  to 
Charles  Street  or  to  Park  Street,  and  the  other 
from  the  alroort  Station  to  the  Central  Mall  at 
Logan.   Our  study  convinced  us  that  good  public 
transportation,  as  needed  as  It  1s,  will  not  do  the 
job  by  Itself.   For  exanple,  the  two  Blue  Line 
extensions  would  change  the  Logan  mode  split  by 
three  to  six  percent.   That  1s,  the  oresent  six 
percent  of  Logan's  passengers  using  the  Blue  Line 
can  be  Increased  to  nine  percent  or  possibly  to 
12  percent  but  not  much  more.   Other  public 
transportation  changes  will  probably  result  1n  even 
smaller  Increases.   Hence,  we  can  say  that  public 
transportation  solutions  by  themselves  will  not  be 
satisfactory  and  need  to  be  coupled  with  other 
ground  access  Improvements. 

With  regard  to  highways.  It  Is  clear  to 
Massport  that  central  artery  congestion  1s  now  the 
major  Impediment  to  efficient  and  reliable  access  to 
both  Logan  and  to  our  development  and  maritime 
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maritime    and    development    properties,    such    as    BCSCOM, 
F1sh   P1er,    Passport  Marine   Terminal,   Conley   Terminal 
and   others.      This    1s    true    *or   Horan    Terminal    and    the 
Tobln-Mysttc    Prldge.       It    <  s    certainly    true    at    Logan 
Airport   where    our   conservative    projection    of    &n. 
percent    growth    In    passenger    travel    during    the    next 
two    decades    cannot    possibly   be    accommodated    at    a 
reasonable    level   of  service   by   today's   barely 
functional    ground    transportation    system.      I    do    not 
mean    to    Imply    that    the    passengers    will    not    travel 
to    Locan    if   access    Improvements    are    not    forthcoming. 
We    need    only    look    to    New    York    to    appreciate    the 
extremes   of  delay   and   congestion   that   air   passengers 
will    endure   to    fulfill    their  travel    needs.      What    I 
do   mean   to   say   very   clearly    1s    that  without  major 
improvements   1n   all    transportation   modes,   Boston 
will    surely   fall    prey  to    the   extreme   congestion 
and   delay   levels    protrayed    in    the   £nvl ronoental 
Impact  Statement,   EIS/EIR,   with   all    of   the   attendant 
costs   measured   In   economic   losses,    Increased   air 
pollution,    and   serious    community   Impacts. 

Massport   sees    the  need   to   Improve   public 
transportation   to  our   facilities,   and  has   worked   to 
Implement   new   measures.      That    Is    why    several    years 


properties.      Hence,   we   concur  with   the   draft 

supplemental    report   that   the   essential    task   1n 

revitalizing    our    Around    transportation    networks    1s 

the  widening   and   depression  of  the    Central    Artery. 

without   resolution   of   the   artery's    limitations,    all 

other   Improvements    considered    1n    the    study    are 

seriously   hendlcapped. 

Assuming    sufficient    resources    are 

available,   we  will    need   to   address   both    the 

east-west   as  well    as    the   north-south    traffic 

problems.      For  example,    I    do   not   think    that   the 

Improvements    to   be   gained   by  modernizing   the 

Central    Artery   alone  will    be   sufficient    to  meet   the 

demand   'or   travel    to  Massport's    'acuities.      The 

successful    one-way  tolls    program  has   provided   strong  i 

evidence   of   the   very    real    improvements    1n   tunnel 

I 
traffic   flows    that  we   can  expect   froa   resolution 

of   the   artery   problem.      But  even    If   the   existing 

tunnels    could   operate   at   their   unconstrained 

capacity,    and   If  we    achieve   the   benefits   of 

additional    transit   Improvements,   we  will    require 

additional    capacity    to   serve   our   facilities.      For 

that   reason,    I   would   like   to   be    recorded   In    favor 

of   a   Third  Harbor   Crossing.      However,    I    am  not 


» 
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prepared  to  support  the  selection  of  any  tunnel  Just 

for  the  sake  of  providing  additional  capacity.  The 

public  discussion  of  a  Third  Harbor  Tunnel  over  the 

past  ten  years  has  been  plagued  by  failure  to 

recognize  the  legitimate  envl ronmental  concerns  of 

community  residents  on  both  sides  of  the  harbor  and 

I 
by  failure  to  recognize  the  access  requirements  of 

the  South  Boston  marine  developments.  Because  of 

this,  prior  tunnel  proposals  have  been  both 

politically  1nfeas1ble  and  have  not  served  Important 

transportation  needs.   But  there  1s  a  proposal  that 

works  and  Massoort  can  support,  I.e.  a  new  tunnel 

to  Logan  that  also  provides  efficient  access  to  the 

commercial/Industrial  sections  1n  South  Boston. 

Early  in  this  process,  Hassport  wrote  to 

the  Executive  Office  of  Transportation  and 

Construction  reouestlng  that  the  Third  Harbor 

Crossing  and  seaoort  access  road  be  seen  as  one 

integral  package.   Hassport  appreciates  the  response 

by  EOTC  to  our  request.  *e  are  concerned;  however, 

that  the  seaport  access  road  In  alternative  SA  does 

not  provide  the  most  efficient  solution.   In  that 

regard,  Hassport  thinks  that  the  modification  of 

alternative  5A,  on  page  IS  In  the  draft  suoplemental 


The  location  of  the  toll  plaza  and  vent 
stack  at  the  East  Soston  Portal  as  shown  In 
alternative  5A  1s  not  acceptable  to  Hassport.   Given 
the  extremely  congested  landslde  facilities  at  the 
alroort,  I  do  not  feel  we  can  afford  to  devote 
additional  area  to  a  toll  plaza  displacing  legitimate 
alroort  uses  to  off-a1rport  sites.   The  proposed 
location  of  the  toll  plaza  and  vent  stack  1n 
alternative  5A  modified  seems  to  resolve  this  land 
use  problem  while,  at  the  same  time,  offering 
substantial  Improvements  In  air  quality.   Althouah 

i 

the  final  environmental  Impacts  of  this  modified 

alternative  are  not  yet  available,  the  Improvements 

seem  Intuitively  clear  since  the  relocated  toll 

plaza  will  be  around  seven  times  further  away  from 

I 
the  closest  community  sensitive  receptor  1n  South 

Soston  than  It  1s  1n  East  Boston  under  alternative 

5A.   Any  impact  from  the  toll  plaza  will  be  even 

further  reduced  or  eliminated  since  alternative  5A 

modified  Includes  a  one-way  to 11  collection  scheme. 

The  reduction  in  the  number  of  toll  booths  plus  the 

larne  distance  from  the  nearest  part  of  the  South 

3oston  residential  community,  over  a  half  mile,  will 

insure  that  the  South  Soston  residents  will  not  be 
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E1R/EIS,  1s  far  superior  since  It  allows  two  access/ 
egress  points,  *or  commercl  al  and  Industrial  traffic,, 
and  thus,  will  be  much  rore  effective  In  getting 
truck  traffic  off  the  streets  1n  the  residential 
South  Soston  community.   And  that  M  jomethlna  which 
the  South  3oston  residents  and  "assport  both  desire. 

There  1s  an  Important  public  transportation 
potential  1n  the  combined  seaoort  access  road  and 
tunnel.   A  new  tunnel  and  seaport  access  road  should 
enable  us  to  accommodate  additional  public 
transportation  vehicles  to  and  from  Logan  as  well  as 
private  passenger  cars  and  trucks.   For  example,  the* 
proposed  tunnel  and  roadway  system  can  provide  an 
impetus  for  new  oubllc  transportation  ooss1b1Ht1es 
from  the  transportation  center  in  the  South  Station 
area  to  Logan.   In  conjunction  with  the  traffic 
relief  gained  by  widening  and  depressing  the  Central 
Artery,  It  offers  the  potential  to  Institute  new 
public  bus  service  to  other  transportation  centers, 
such  as  Morth  Station  and  Haymarket  Square. 

In  supporting  this  tunnel  alignment,  I 
would  like  the  record  to  show  that  despite  its 
strengths,  a  number  of  concerns  must  still  be 
resol ved. 


tiposed  to  negative  Impacts  due  to  the  relocation 
of  the  toll  plaza. 

There  are  three  other  issues  that  Hassport 
would  have  the  consultants  address  In  the 
preparation  of  the  final  EIR/EIS.  which  are 
specifically  related  to  impacts  at  Logan  and 
Hassport's  development  and  maritime  properties. 

''umber  one,  construction  phasing.   While 
we  Art   pleased  to  work  with  you,  Hassport  and  Its 
tenants  need  to  know  precisely  the  construction 
phasing  of  any  scheme  proposed  on  Hassport 
.properties.   It  is  imperative  that  full  service  to 
and  from  Logan  be  maintained  at  all  times  1n  order 
to  provide  efficient  movement  for  Logan's  tenants 
and  users,  and  to  Insure  that  traffic,  during  the 
construction  period,  does  not  congest  either  the 
airport  roadways  or  the  streets  in  the  residential 
community  of  East  Boston.   It  1s  Important  that  the 
construction  Impacts  on  air  freight,  air  passengers, 
hangers,  and  roadways  be  kept  to  a  minimum.   It  1s 
also  important  that  full  access  be  maintained  to  all  ' 
Hassport  maritime  and  development  properties  to 
avoid  truck  movements  through  the  residential 
community  of  South  3oston. 


Number  two.  Login  roadway  system.   Third  Harbor 
Crossing  should  link  Into  the  Logan  roadway  system 
In  a  manner  that  reduces  adverse  community  and 
environmental  impacts,  and  provides  adequate  service 
to  Logan  users.   In  order  to  have  efficient  traffic 
flows  on  the  Logan  roadway  1n  both  the  north/south 
as  well  as  the  east/west  direction,  1t  Is  Imperative 
that  grade  separation  be  an  Integral  part  of  the 
Third  Harbor  Crossing  construction  progran. 

I  an  also  requesting  that  my  planning  and 

aviation  staff  provide  for  the  record  detailed 

I 
comments  on  the  possible  Impacts  of  the  Third  Harbor 

Tunnel  an  the  Logan  roadway  system  that  should  be 

addressed  in  the  final  EIR/EIS. 

i 
Number  three,  relocation  and  disruption 

costs.   It  1s  also  Imperative  that  Hassport  have  a 

full  assessment  of  dislocation  and  relocation  costs 

for  each  part  of  the  construction  program.   Massport 

winta  any  conflicts  between  the  Commonwealth  and 

Massachusetts  Technology  Center.  A1r  Freight 

Facilities,  Eastern  Airlines,  at  the  reservations 

center,  the  Southwest  Terminal,  and  air  freight  area 

or  any  other  Logan  tenant,  be  resolved  as  soon  as 

possible  1n  a  equitable  and  expeditious  manner. 


Massport  also  urges  that  any  conflict 
with  the  tenants  on  the  maritime/development 
properties  be  Quickly  resolved.   For  example,  the 
toll  plaza  on  the  downtown  side,  sketched  for 
alternative  SA  modified,  must  be  deslqned  In  a  manner 
that  allows  full  truck  loading  docks  for  Turner 
Fisheries,  and  relocates  the  railroad  to  the 
southern  part  of  Commonwealth  Flats. 

In  addition  to  the  specific  points  raised 
above,  Hassport  also  offers  a  few  comments  on  one  of 
the  wider  Issues:   access  flexibility. 

ue  are  concerned  about  the  overall  design 
of  the  links  between  the  reconstructed  Central 
Artery,  the  new  harbor  crossing,  and  the  Sumner/ 
Callahan  Tunnels.   Hassport  would  like  to  see  all 
the  tunnel  connections  designed  1n  a  manner  that 
provides  the  Logan  users  with  maximum  flexibility. 
so  an  alternate  route  1s  available  in  the  event  that, 
one  of  the  tunnels  Is  congested  due  to  an  accident 
or  breakdown.   The  present  designs  should  be 
modified  to  allow  for  that  flexibility.   For 
example,  1t  should  be  possible  to  nave  direct 
movements  between  the  reconstructed  Central  Artery 
and  the  Callanan  and  Sumner  Tunnels  In  all 


directions,  and  the  seaport  access  road  and  new 
tunnel  should  provide  for  northbound  movement  onto 
the  Central  Artery. 

Let  me  close  this  testimony  by  affirming 
again  our  support  for  a  reconstructed  Central 
Artery,  a  new  harbor  crossing  to  Logan,  and  a  new 
seaport  access  road,  with  links  to  both  commercial 
and  Industrial  areas,   we  believe  these  projects 
are  necessary  to  Massport,  to  the  region,  and  to  the 
communities.  Without  them,  the  Boston  region  will 
have  serious  traffic  problems  1n  the  future,  with 
them,  the  regional  will  be  able  to  move  ahead  as  1t 
should  and  as  U  must. 
Thank  you. 

COMMISSIONER  TIERNEY:  Thank  you,  Mr.  Davis 
I  see  enough  new  facet  to  give  again  our 
theme.   My  m«  1s  Robert  Tlerney,  and  I  an 
Comn1ss1oner  of  the  Massachusetts  Department  of 
Public  Works.   The  reason  we  are  here  Is  to  take 
testimony  on  the  draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement 
which  contains  certain  recommendations  concerning 
Increasing  the  capacity  of  Boston's  Central  Artery 
and  Third  Harbor  Crossing  frosi  Boston  or  South 
Boston  to  East  Boston.   We  have  a  prearranged 
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schedule   of  speakers,   which    I    have   been    'Allowing 
as   much   as    possible.      If   there   are   gaos   between    the 
prearranged    speakers,    you    are   welcome    to    sign    up    to 
testify  by   going   to   the  back   of   the   room   and    leaving 
your  name,    and  we'll    call   you   as   soon   as   we   can. 
If  you  want   to   give   testimony   and  you   don't  want   to 
speak   ti^re   today,    you   can   put  your   testimony   1n 
writing   to   the   Mass.    Department   of   Public  Works, 
100   Nashua  Street,    Boston.   Mass.,    and   as    long   as   we 
receive    that    by    two   weeks    from   today,    August    22nd. 
your    testimony   will    be    as    much    a    part   of   the    record 
of   this    hearing   as    1f  you   had   spoken   here. 

Our  next   scheduled   speaker  1s    City 
Councillor   Fred   Langone.      I    don't  believe   he    is    here., 

Since  nobody  else   has   signed   up   to   speak,     . 
I    am   going   to   have   about   a   three   or  four-minute 
recess,    and  we'll    reconvene   as   soon   as    somebody   1s 
set   to  speak. 

Thank   you. 

(A  short   recess  was    then   taken.) 

COMMISSIONER    TIERNEY:      Could    !    have    your 
attention,    please?     We   are   ready   to   reconvene    the 
public   meeting.      Some   of  you  who   are   standing   around 
and   talking,   win   you   sit   down,    and  we'll    get  on  wltht 


is    il 

I.  ij 

Ml 


19 

20  ! 

21  I 
22 

23 
24 


u. 

Our  next   scheduled   speaker   Is   here. 
City    Councillor    Fred   Langone. 

"R.    LANGONE:       Thank    you    very   much, 
Mr.    Cha1 rman . 

I    certainly   appreciate    this   ooportunlty 
to  express    the   views   of  what   I    consider   i   targe 
proportion    of    the    people    1n   my   neighborhood   who    are 
concerned   about    the   lapact   and  effeets   of  the 
depression   of  the   Central    Artery.      *t  were   afforded 
a   half  hour  at   this    time.      I    didn't   realize  we   had 
some    of   our   people    from    the    area    coming    in,    and    as 
I    looked    at    the    names,    I    can    honestly    say  without 
fear  of   contradiction    that  what  we're   seeing  here 
now   1s  what   the   North   End   1s    saying. 

For  20  years    I    have   represented   the   dty 
In    the   City   Council.      I   have   tried   to   do  a   good  Job, 
preserve    the    North    End,    try    and    protect    all    the 
Interests   down   there.      Despite    ft   all,   you  always 
nave   a   few  who   art    friendly   to   the   administration 
and  wno  would   cone   down   and   not   represent   the   true 
sentiment   of  our  area. 

I    could   turn    the   clock   3a ck    31   years    ago. 
I   would   see   a   different   person   at   the    table.     His 


what   I  went  to  see.      To   do  what   1s    right  1s  what   I 

want   to   see,    to   do   the   right  thing. 

This   1s    a   project  cf  great  mainltude. 

We're   going   to   spend   between    the   Central    Artery   and 

the   tunnel    12,400,000   at   least   at   this    point.      It 

will    probably    run   maybe    to   three   billion   by   the   time 

It's    finished.      The  engineers   on   this    project   are    thei 

sane   engineers    that  were   1n    the   project   31   years    ago,. 

Fay,   Spofford   &  Thorndlke,   and  with    due   reoard   for 

their  professionalism,    they   gave    us    a  master   plan. 

This    1s    the  master  plan.      This    1s    the  best   plan. 

If  1t  was   such   a   good   plan,    then  why   didn't   they   go 

through  with    the  master  plan?     The  master  olan   calledl 

for   the   Leverett  Circle   connector  to   take   the 

traffic  off  of  Storrow   Orlve,    off  of   the   Expressway, 

! 
over  to  93   and  over  to  95   and   the   Hystlc  River 

3r1dge,   but   1f  you   set   31   years    ago,   they  n%v9r 

built   the   Leverett   Circle   connector,      *ou   can   still 

see   the   stumps   of   the   arms   on   1-93.      People    are   saying 

when    they  go   by   there  why   didn't    that   road  go 

through?     rfhere   1s    that   road   going   to?      It  never  was    j 

built  because   obviously   the  master   plan  wasn't   the 

master  plan. 

The  Inner  belt  1n  Roxbury  was  supposed  to 
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name  was   Commissioner  Callahan   at    the    tip*.     We   nad 
meetings   here    1n    this    hall.   Sod   rest  his   soul.      The 
people    of   the    '."orth    End   were    concerned,    fctt    they   p»«ri 
told  a   lot  of   things   at   that   time.      The   arterial 
hlgnway    was    good    for   them.    It   was    going    to    keep 
traffic  off  their  streets,    put   It  up   In    the   air. 
That  way   It  won't  bother  you   people,    at   that   time 
they   suggested   31    years    ago. 

The   depression   of   the   Central    Artery, 
and   I    assume,    I   wasn't   here   at   the  beginning,   but   I 
assume   we    had    a    lot   of   professional    bus inessmen , 
architects,    engineers,    labor    leaders,    everybody   who 
thinks    it's    good   for   the   North   End   to   have    this,    1t 
1s   good   for  the   dty,    even    though    they  might    live   In1 
Winchester,    Swampscott.   east  overshoot,    some    place 
like   that.      It   is   always   good   for   the   North   End   to 
have  more   traffic.     We  hid  the   tunnel,    the   Sumner 
Tunnel    built    in    1930.      The   Callahan   Tunnel,   the 
second   tunnel,   was   going   to  be   the   panacea,    the 
Retail,    the  curer.      Now  we  have   the  third   tunnel, 
and  the   depression  of   the   Central    Artery. 

Thirty  years  ago  they  called  ne  an 
obstructionist.  I  lived  long  enough  to  have 
everybody    say   you    are    right.      To    pe    right    1s    not 


tike  traffic  away   from  the   Central    artery.      .33    the 
Inner  belt  built?     The   Hegulre  master  highway   olan? 
That  wasn't   built.      But  what   is   being  built,   and 
they   say    to   ne ,    and   tnls    Is    about  my  ninth  meeting 
on    this   matter,   they   said   to   me   the   Expressway  will 
fall    down    In    ten   years.      That's   how  bad   It   1s.      The 
Kystlc   River  3r1dge   1s   nine  years    older.      It's   still' 
1n   good  shape.      Did   different   oeople,    different 
contractors   build   the   "ystlc   River  3rldge?     The   saaet 
people,    the   same   engineers.      The   fly s tic   River  9Mdgei 
fias   seen    redecked  since   they  built    it.    Just   little 
disruption. 

The   Impact  on   the   North   End,    I   was   around 
31    years    ago.      There    1s   some   peoole    1n   back   here  who; 
were   around   31   years    ago.      The   Impact  was   severe. 
It   only   took   four   and   a   half  years    to  build   the 
Central    Artery.      This    1s   going   to   take   12   to   IS   year? 
to   build   the   Central    Artery.      Sy   their  own   admission' 
on  your  EIS    report,   you  say   that  the   1»oact  on 
business  will    be  up   to    five   percent  loss   of  buslnestJ 
I   wonder  how  many  businesses    can    take   a    five   percent' 
loss,    maybe   even  more.      *e   had  some  meter  maids   and 
enforcing   the    perking   laws    several    months   ano   1n    the < 
Uorth    End.      Merchants    came   Into   me    and   said  we   lost 


30   percent  business   because   traffic,   because   people 
couldn't  cone   1n   there,    all    right,    to   pick   up   a 
bundle,    three   minutes    In    front   of   a    store   cost    them 
S15. 

You    are    going    to    lose    2,000    parking 
spaces   between   the   North   Station   and   State   Street. 
Where  are   those   cars   going   to   park?     At  the   North 
Station  when    the   hockey  game  crowd   comes   and   the 
basketball    game  and   the    Ice   Capades    and    the   circus, 
where   are  they  going   to   park? 

Salvucd    says   we're  going   to   take   two 
floors    of   the   Upham  Center   Garage,    two   floors.      It 
is   already  jam   packed   now.    He  said,   well,   we   have 
got   the  other  garage   at   Clinton   Street   right  outside  | 
these  windows.      It   1s   already   packed   now.     Where 
are   these   cars   going?     They're   not  Just  going   to 
come  here,   and   after   20   years   devoting   to   rebuilding 
the   North   End   and   the  waterfront  we   are  asked,   and 
somebody  said   that  the   North   End  will    be   better.      Not 
now.      It  could  be   1n  15   or  20  years,   but  who   1s 
aotng   to   survive  15   or  20  years?     who   1s   going   to 
survive   this    15  or  20  years?     They   say,   oh,  we'll 
cut   parking,    and,   by   the  way,    they  said   there  won't 
be    that   many   heavy    equipment    trucks,    heavy   equipment 


those   people  over  there  last  year,   oh,    there  will 
be   no   Third  Harbor  Tunnel    because   1t  was   election, 
and    I   hope   that   they   remember   those  words.      Thirty- 
one  years   ago,    Dever  was    Governor.      I    talked   to   him 
about   It,    and  we   had   a    long   conversation.      I    said, 
■Governor,    this   will    hurt  you.' 

■Oh,'   he   said,    "I   won   by  a   quarter  of  a 
million   votes.      I   beat   Governor  Bradford  by   a 
quarter  of  a   million   votes.      I    could    lose   59,000 
votes. " 

The   following  year,    Chris   Herter  beat  him 
by   13,000   votes,    so   let  no   politician   fall    to   care 
because   all    the   newspapers   and   all    the   television 
and   all    the   radio   and   all    the  61 g   leaders   who   don't 
live  down  here  are   for   1t.      I   am  not  a   crusader.      If 
I    sea  something    Is    good,    I   will    be   behind   It.   but   I 
don't   think   this   1s   good.      I    think,   Mr.    Chairman, 
that  what  you  should   consider,    and    I    forgot   to 
mention   that   right   there   at   the   Blackstone   Street 
we   have   the  pushcarts    that  have   been    there   a 
hundred,    150   yeers.     Who   can    tell    me   you're   going   to 
put  a    tunnel    right   under   that  street   and   you're   not 
golnq   to   disrupt   that  market?     Qulncy   Market,    tell 
me  you're  not   going   to   disrupt   Oulncy  Market.      Qu1nc> 
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bulldozers.  We're  going  to  do  It  different.  We're 
nolng  to  put  a  slurry  wall.   How  are  you  going  to 
dlo  the  slurry  wall?   From  the  bottom  up?   vie're  not 
qolng  to  take  --  tnls  1s  the  big  argument  --  we're 
not  going  to  take  any  property.   You  are  golno  to 
build  right  up  to  the  walls  of  the  foundations  of 
the  existing  buildings.   You  are  going  to  maybe 
block  off  Salem  Street  a  little.   A  little?  A  lot. 
And  Hanover  Street,  you  will  be  cutting  down.   Cross 
Street  will  be  cut  down  to  two  lanes.   That  means 
the  ones  that  park  on  the  curb  and  the  ones  that 
travel.   So  two  lanes  of  Cross  Street  are  going  to  be 
taken.   Mow  Is  It  going  to  handle  the  ramp,  the 
tunnel  ramp  that  comes  out  there  and  Hanover  Street 
traffic  together' 

I  hope  you  know  what  you  are  doing.   I 
hope  you  are  not  Just  letting  us  beat  our  gums  here, 
because  I  beat  my  gums  31  years  ago  and  I  didn't 
come  here  Just  for  publicity  because  I  am  running 
for  Mayor  --  and  by  the  way,  I  am  glad  the  Mayor, 
Mayor  white  did  a  flip-flop.  He  waited  until  this 
morning.   He  did  a  fHp-flop.   I  can  remember 
'■'arch  of  1982  I  was  In  a  church  hall,  and  I  can 
remember  Governor  Dukakis,  Freddie  Salvucd  telling 


Market  relies  on  the  parking  spaces  underneath  the 
Expressway.   There  are   2,000  parking  spaces.   Don't 
let  1t,  the  Boston  Traffic  Commission  said  there  is 
357  parking  spaces.   I  don't  know  what  tint  of  the 
day  they  were  counting.   It  must  have  been  at  four 
o '  clock  1n  the  morning.   There  1s  2, 000  parking 
spaces  under  there.  We  have  a  parking  plan  now  1n 
the  North  End.   We  have  God  knows  how  many 
restaurants  and  places  of  business.   Those  pi  aces 
deoend,  your  own  EIS  reoort  says,  those  businesses 
depend  on  parking. 

I  have  other  speakers  that  are  going  to 
speak  who  will  represent  the  people  of  this  North 
End,  but  let  me  say  this  to  you.   I  come  here  as  a 
public  official  and  a  private  resident  of  this 
neighborhood.   I  hope,  and  Just  one  afternoon,  last 
Saturday  afternoon,  we  have  over  4,000  signatures. 
We're  going  to  present  you  later  on  with  probably 
30  to  40  thousand  signatures,  not  only  of  people  In 
Boston  and  1n  the  North  End,  but  people  who  shop  In 
this  area.   This  market  and  qulncy  Market  are  the 
hub  of  the  development  1n  Boston.   Anything  that 
affects  that  will  affect  Intown  Boston,  the  entire 
development  of  downtown  Boston  as  we  know  It.  This 
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Expressway  will  cause  the  disruption  of  business  and 
the  downward  development  of  the  Intown  downtown 
Boston  as  we  know  ft.   True  It  will  create  some  jobs.. 
Those  jobs  ao  away  after.   Those  people  finish  their 
work,  and  they  go  home,   3ut  we  stay,  and  I'm  not 
against  economy,  and  I'm  not  against  employment,  but 
by  Sod,  there  are  other  ways  of  doing  things, 

There  Is  rapid  transit  that  could  help. 
There  Is  jobs  building  rapid  transit.   There  1s  jobs 
redecklng.   There  1s  jobs  building  the  Leverett 
Circle  connector.   There  Is  Jobs  with  the  Inner 
belt  and,  oh,  yes,  the  Inner  belt.   Do  you  know  why 
the  Inner  belt  wasn't  built?   Because  1t  would 
destroy  the  trees  on  Memorial  Drive.   That  1s  why  1t 
was  stopped,   What  about  the  people?  Aren't  they 
more  Important  than  trees?   Do  you  know  what  the 
pollution  count  Is  In  front  of  Mart1nett1's 
according  to  your  report?   Fourteen,   nine  1s 
dangerous.   I  an  wondering  how  we  lived  that  long. 
I  have  lived  there  all  my   life,   1  am  wondering  why 
I  am  still  alive.   The  pollution  count  1n  front  of 
those  two  tunnels  Is  abnormally  high.   I  have  lived 
there.   You  are  going  to  put,  boy,  yon  are  going  to 
put  some  ventilating  buildings.   Tou  are  going  to 
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(Applause.) 

COMMISSIONER  TIERNEY:   You  are  going  to 
have  to  Idantlfy  yourself  for  the  stenographer. 

KR.  MATARA:  My  name  1s  Joseph  latere, 

^resident  of  Haymarket  Pushcart  Association.   For 

the  last  eight  years,  I  have  been  a  businessman  1n 

the  North  End,  and  a  permanent  status  for  2G  years. 

I  have  been  working  1n  the  North  End  since  I  was  a 

youth  for  the  last  *0  years.   I  have  made  my  living 

1n  this  area  here.   I  am  also  a  former  resident  of 

the  West  End.   I  listened  to  promises  made  by  people 

from  the  State  Department  before  saying  they  were 

olvlna  us  amenities  1n  the  West  End  such  as  the 

I 
pool,  such  as  the  parks  and  the  playgrounds.   They 

gave  us  those  amenities  and  took  them  away  from  us 

by  taking  the  rest  of  the  West  End  away  from  us. 

There  arc  no  West  Coders  playing  In  those  pools 

and  1n  those  parks. 

I  made  a  living  down  here,  and  we  have 

struggled  for  it.   In  the  last  few  years  we  have 

seen  a  rejuvenation  of  Business  in  the  area,  where 

from  a  marginal  business,  many  people  are  doing 

rather  well,   with  the  Idea  of  the  depression  of  the 

Central  Artery,  which  will  take  by  their  words  ten 
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put  one  right  at  the  mouth  of  the  two  tunnels,  a 
hundred-story  ventilating  building.   It  Isn't  bad 
enough  now.   You  are  going  to  do  that. 

So,  Mr.  Chairman,  in  conclusion  I 
sincerely  hope  that  you  would  heed  our  little  cry 
here  today.   The  North  End  and  downtown  Boston  has 
suffered  enough  from  the  automobile.   You  have  got 
to  start  thinking  about  people,  people  who  live  in 
the  area,  people  who  have  their  --  I  have  got  the 
fifth  generation  1n  my  family  lives  down  in  the 
North  End.   My  little  grandchildren  art   the  fifth 
generation  of  our  family  that  has  lived  there.   The 
State  should  show  more  consideration,  not  only  at 
election  time,  but  with  a  project  Hfce  this. 

1  sincerely  hope  with  all  my  heart  that 
you  will,  sir,  take  other  steps  to  alleviate  the 
traffic  situation  in  this  area  without  depressing 
the  Central  Artery  at  this  time,  and  I  so  recommend 
to  you  the  construction  of  the  Leverett  Circle 
connector  to  alleviate  the  bottleneck  at  the  North 
Station,  the  construction  of  the  Inner  belt  and  the 
expansion  of  rapid  transit  to  the  North  and  the  Sout 
Shore. 

Thank  you  ttry,    very  much. 


years,  and  nobody  has  ever  stayed  to  an  estimate  of 
time  building  or  destructing  something,  we  know  1t 
will  be  In  excess  of  ten  years  that  you  will 
devastate  the  business  comaunlty  In  the  North  End 
right  now.   fou  will  devastate  the  restaurants  that: 
have  worked  hard  to  make  a  business  there  and  to 
employ  people.   You  will  devastate  the  Haymarket 
pushcart  area  with  no  source  of  recourse,  none 
whatsoever.   The  lines  that  are  shown  1n  your  impac. 
study  use  Cross  Street  and  Blackstone  Street  as  a 
divider  for  the  construction  area.   *1th1n  that  are? 
1s  where  these  businesses  prosper.   Those  are  the 
main  arteries  that  feed  the  business  area  in  the 
North  End. 

We  have  spoken  to  many,  many  people,  and 
have  attended  many,  many  meetings.  This  depression 
of  the  artery,  I  don't  propose  to  be  an  engineer. 
We  have  looked  and  questioned  them,  the  supposed 
engineers  have  come  down  from  the  State.  This  has 
never  been  done  before  anywhere  1n  the  world.   Ther 
has  never   been  such  an  excavation  and  promising  tha 
the  artery  will  work  while  they  excavate.   They  sal 
to  us  1t  was  a  Milan  theory.   Against  only -a  half-a 
support,  there  1s  no  such  thing  as  a  Milan  theory 


with    an    excavation   being    completed    underneath   while 


there    is    a    remaining  structure   overhead.      This   hasn' 
teen   done   anywhere,    and   I    don't   think    anywhere   else 
in    this    country    lias    a    two    0111  loo    dollar    project 
been    proposed    and    carried    through    yet.      There    1s    not 
one.      This    is    the    largest   In   magnitude. 

As    a  nan  who  has   had   to  work    for  his   money 
all    his    life   and  support  his    children,    I    respect   that 
other   people  have   to  work.      There  are  many 
construction   jobs   that  would  be   entailed   here,      we 
also   know   by   asking   the    people   In    the   state    that   they! 
put   all    their  eggs    In   one   basket  with    the   depression 
of   the   artery.      They   have   no   other   roads   to 
circumvent   the   City   of  Boston   and   take   traffic 
coming    from   the   north   over  to   Logan   Airport,    none 
whatsoever.      There   Is   no   access    road   to   go   through 
Chelsea   and   Everett   to   East  Boston.      It  would  help 
Chelsea   and   Everett   1f  there  was    a  nice   access   road 
built    there,      we   don't   need   this   depression.      This    Is 
like    telling   a  man  you  have  to  bury  him   for  ten  years 
because   his   nose   1s    too  big.      It  Just   doesn't  make 
sense.      They  will    tell    us    anything  we  want,   like   a 
man  courting   a   girl.      When   she   acquiesces,   she   1s 
left  with   the    problem. 


won't  be   living,   and  we  have  no   promise    later  on    thou 
our  businesses  will    be   here. 

1    appreciate   the   time   and   the   exposure   to 
say  my   part,    and    I    represent  businesses   on   both 
sides   of   the  artery. 

Thank  you  very  much,   Mr.    Chairman. 

(Applause.) 

COMMISSIONER  TIERNEY:   Thank  you. 

MR.  TECC2:   My  nana  1s  Albert  Teed, 

53  Salem  Street,  North  End.   I  represent  a  new  group  | 

that  has  Just  been  formed,  and  1s  mounting  a  drive. 

I 
The  name  of  the  group  1s  People  Against  Indiscriminate 

Nortn  End  Destruction. 

I  would  like  to  start  off  by  quoting  a 
report  from  the  BRA  1n  1979:   "If  the  Italian 
community  does  not  work  together  and  recognize  the 
pressures  on  the  North  End  and  address  them  1n  a 
timely  manner,  there  may  be  a  United  future  for  thai 
North  End  as  an  ethnic  community," 

Thus  the  formation  of  P.A.I..N.  E.D.   This 
report  that  I  an  about  to  read  has  been  compiled 
after  carefully  studying  the  draft  EIS,  the 
supplemental  draft  EIS,  attending  public  information  I 
meetings,  and  conducting  our  own  Independent 
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Wt  cannot  survive  there.   Businesses 
cannot  survive  for  ten  years  for  destruction  and 
construction.   The  amenities  to  the  North  End  will 
not  do  any  good  to  the  present  residents  who  will 
be  too  old  for  anything,  will  not  do  any  good  for 
the  present  businessmen.   As  you  can  overlook  this 
area  here,  all  the  large  buildings  are  on  this  part 
of  the  artery.   There  are  no  high  tower  buildings  In 
the  other  part.   They  have  rezaned  that  area  for 
general  business.   Evidently  they' re  trying  to  really 
obliterate  the  North  End.   They' re  trying  to  take 
a  viable  working  place,  a  viable  Itvlna  ;Uc»  away 
from  the  people  that  ire    there  now. 

This  1s  the  last  of  the  strong  ethnic 
neighborhoods,  and  It  looks  like  It  Is  trying  to  be 
devastated.  We  Implore  on  reason  and  sanity  this 
not  be  done.   That  other  means  be  taken  to  take  off 
the  pressure  of  cars  coming  down  the  artery.   We  have 
other  studies  coming  in  that  will  ba  forthcoming 
before  September  30th.   In  less  than  two  hours  on  a  i 

very,  very  hot  Saturday,  we  were  able  to  produce 

I 
almost  4,000  or  better  signatures  on  a  petition 

requesting  that  the  Central  Artery  be  not  depressed. 

Ten  years  of  this  we  cannot  live  with.   Many  of  us 


research. 

The  proposed  depression  of  the  Central 
Artery,  wnlle  having  the  potential  to  alleviate  some 
regional  highway  traffic,  has  a  greater  potential 
of  Incurring  Irrevocable  harm,  and  the  quality  of 
life  and  the  economic  stability  of  the  North  End 
community.   Although  this  report  which  we  will  have 
ready  and  published  for  everybody  later  on  Is  not 
as  extensive  as  the  one  prepared  by  the  State  agency 
It  accurately  points  out  that  all  areas  of  the  study 
local  business,  traffic,  noise  level,  vibrational 
Impact,  air  quality,  accident  potential,  and 
neighborhood  environment  will  all  be  negatively 
affected  by  the  proposed  depression.   This  report 
which  we  will  distribute  1s  conclusive  1n  that  most 
of  the  Information  contained  herein  was  gathered 
from  published  State  and  City  studies  regarding  this) 
proposed  project. 

The  proposed  plan  to  depress  the 
alleviated  Central  Artery  1s  one  which  Involves 
sevan  stages:   relocation  of  underground  utilities, 
building  of  a  slurry  wall  on  both  sides  of  the 
entire  length  of  the  project,  removal  of  the  old 
structural  piles,  building  the  tunnel  from  Dewey 
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Square  to  Causeway  Street,  removal  of  the  elevated 
structure  and  then  the  development  of  the  land. 
Both  the  draft  EI5  and  the  supplemental  have  a 
promulgation  of  benefits  of  the  completed  traffic. 
For  example,  highway  nay  be  lessened,  and  air 
quality  rights  on  which  the  existing  highway  stands 
may  be  developed.  However,  neither  study  delves 
deeply  Into  the  Impact  on  the  North  End  community. 
Neither  study  1s  attentive  to  any  possible  solutions 
or  alternatives  fop  these  negative  Impacts, 

For  example.  1n  many  cases  the  draft  EIS 
supplement,  sections  covering  Impact  on  local 
street  traffic  does  not  even  mention  the  North  End. 
That's  on  Page  47. 

In  the  same  report,  they  concede  on 
Page  111  that  traffic  accident  potential  1n  the 
streets  will  be  Increased  on  certain  North  End 
streets. 

On  Page  253  of  the  sam«  study,  H  states 
local  traffic  will  be  heavier  as  a  result  of  this 
completed  project.   In  other  words,  even  when  it  1s 
completed,  traffic  In  the  North  End  1s  going  to  be 
heavier. 

In  addition,  by  their  own  calculations. 


overloaded  with  deterring  traffic.   This  1s  all  on 
°age  1 23  and  133  and  227  of  the  EI5  report. 

It  also  states  that  possibly  up  to  a 
thousand  or  more  trucks  per  week  may  be  added  to 
the  already  narrow,  congested  streets  In  and  around 
this  area.  Again  on  Page  227  of  this  report. 

The  problem  of  safety  for  our  elderly  and 
young  children  will  be  crucial  let  alone  what  this 
congestion  will  do  to  our  pollution  and  noise  levels 
!n  addition.  Increased  traffic  and  construction  w'" 
be  a  major  obstacle  in  pesslng  from  the  North  Eno  to 
the  rest  of  the  city.   Walking  at  crosswalks  and 
crossing  will  be  dangerous.  Again  Page  183  of 
agency ' s  report. 

Parking,  all  parking  facilities  under  the 
Central  Artery  will  be  lost  due  to  construction. 
Page  193  and  194.  According  to  the  draft,  altcrnatlv 
parking  will  be  found.   This  Is  quite  hard  to  believe 
since  no  solutions  to  our  existing  parking  problems  1n  the 
North  End  have  been  found  to  date.   How  can  the  State 
say  1t  will  accommodate  parking  when  we  will  have 
less  space  and  more  cars? 

Believe  It  or  not,  one  plan  submitted  by 
Mr.  Vltagliano  actually  called  for  using  cur  school 
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the  graph  on  Page  12  of  the  summary  shows  the  North  I 
End  has  a  possible  chance  of  maintaining  its 
existing  quality  of  life. 

Furthermore,  these  studies  show  that 
business  in  the  north  End  will  also  suffer.   These 
negative  conditions  are  all  part  of  the  long-term 
impact. 

The  period  of  construction  ranges  from 
anywhere  from  five  to  eight  years  on  the  surface, 
from  tan  to  15  years  1n  completion.   The  total 
Impact  will  very  likely  lead  to  the  destruction  of 
the  last  neighborhood  in  downtown  Soston. 

The  traffic  inoact  during  the  construction 
phase,  during  the  three  construction  phases, 
relocating  utilities,  building  slurry  walls  and 
excavating  the  old  piles,  as  well  as  the  last  two 
phases,  removing  the  overhead  structure  and 
developing  the  land,  are  estimated  to  a  cov«r  a 
period  of  three  to  eight  years.   A  major  portion  of 
this  construction  will  cover  the  area  between 
Atlantic  Ave.  and  Causeway  Street,  approximately 
half  of  the  outside  perimeter  of  the  North  End. 
Many  streets,  such  as  Hanover  Street,  Cross  Street, 
North  Washington,  Endi  cott ,  Commerci  al ,  will  be 


yards  as  parking  facilities.   Where,  Mr.  Vltagliano, 
should  our  children  play? 

The  economy  of  the  North  End  1s  based 
largely  on  local  business.   The  major  portion  of 
this  business  comes  from  people  out  of  the  North 
End  community,  people  that  commute  by  car,  people 
that  might  walk  down.   The  bulk  of  these  businesses 
are  concentrated  on  Cross  Street,  Salem  Street, 
Hanover  Street,  North  'Washington  Street.   These 
streets  are  the  streets  closest  to  this  proposed 
project.   Business  will  be  severely  affected  by  the 
overpowering  combination  of  surface  construction, 
the  overbearing  noise  and  dust  that  will  accomoany 
construction.  Increase  traffic,  dangerous 
constructional  obstructions,  the  tremendous  loss  of 
parking  facilities,  and  the  overall  Inconvenience  of 
reaching  the  North  End. 

A  loss  of  business  revenue  of  anywhere 
from  15  to  30  percent  can  be  expected.   In  most 
cases,  this  will  be  detrimental  and  possibly  fatal 
to  local  businessmen.   There  1s  no  doubt  that  the 
quality  of  life  of  the  North  End  Is  a  strong,  proud, 
Italian  neighborhood  and  will  be  disrupted  and 
possibly  destroyed  during  the  15  years  of  the 


proposed   project.      It  will    be   severely   damaged 
economically   through   i   lots   of  business,    In   addition 
to    the   Hazardous,    troublesome   and   nerve-racking 
inconvenience    of    the    length    of    construction    will 
more   than    lUely   force    people   to   look    for  a   more 
suitable   place    to    live.      Furthermore,    during    the 
construction   phase   the   property  value   1n   this   area 
will    drop.      Traditional    ethnic   events,    such   as    the 
world    famous  i  cln  1|y  Feast  of   the   lorth   End   and 
other  celebrations  win   be   greatly   a'-'ctr    .      'car 
even   the   draft   EI S   supplement   alvet    in?  ■:.  rth   £i.^ 
community    only    a    50    percent    .....rr_    c  ■'    ru'vlvc1.    -- 
a    50   percent  chance   of  survival.      I    thirh   they 
promised   the  West   End   a   little  more   ths^    that    1- 
the   fifties,    and  we   know  what   happened   there. 
I   would   like   to   take   a    look   at   the 
alternative   that   tt-.iy   call    the  no   build   alternative, 
which    1s    rather  an   ultimatum   rather  than   an 
alternative.     The   redecklng  of  the  existing  structure 
will    not  by  Itself  alleviate   traffic  congestion  on 
the   highway   system,      ret   better  road   conditions   as 
a   result  of   resurfacing,    combined  with   in  extensive 
campaign   to   utilize    public   transportation,   can 
obtain    these   goals.      In    fact,    $700   million   has   been 
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eliminate  any  adverse  effect  on  the  North  End 
community.  Facilities  can  remain  utilized,  and 
surface  arteries  may  remain  ooen  to  traffic. 
Resurfacing  the  existing  artery  with  this  new  method 
may  decrease  construction  time. 

In  any  event,  the  resurfacing  alternative 
will  not  have  a  major  Impact  on  residential 
disruption.   It  will  not  have  more  pedestrian 
hazards.   It  will  not  Increase  neighborhood  street 
traffic.   It  will  not  lower  property  value,  and  1t 
will  not  cause  the  loss  of  local  businesses,  and 
furtheraore.  1t  will  not  cause  the  loss  of  quality 
of  life  1n  the  North  End. 

In  determining  whether  the  sacrifice  of 
the  entire  community  1s  Justified  for  the  sake  of 
possibly  alleviating  regional  highway  traffic,  the 
State  has  -turned  1tJ  back  on  the  most  Integral  part 
cf  society,  namely  the  people.   Interestingly  enough 
1n  the  course  of  researching  this  project  several 
enlightening  facts  were  uncovered.   Number  one.  In 
1965,  the  time  when  the  West  End  development  wai 
being  finished,  the  area  from  Cross  Street,  North 
Washington,  Salem,  Cooper,  Richmond,  Fulton, 
Hanover  have  all  been  rezoned  for  retail  and  office 
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awarded  to  tht  State  of  Massachusetts  Just  recently 
to  Improve  Its  transit  system.   A  public  awareness 
campaign  through  the  media  can  help  Initial 
problems  faced  with  the  delays  caused  ay 
construction.   curthermore ,  not  only  will 
construction  tine  be  only  three  years,  service 
disruption  during  the  resurfacing  will  cut  down  on 
construction  obstacles,  noise  levels,  accident 
potential.  Increased  traffic,  and  loss  of  parking 
will  be  at  a  minimum. 

This  alternative  can  be  accomplished  by 
use  of  a  new  method  desloned  for  tearing  up  the  old 
highway  surface.   That  nethod  Is  one  where  they  can 
saw  large  piecas  of  the  surface  and  ptct  them  up  In 
one  piece,  transport  them  to  some  community  on  the 
South  Shore  for  s  possible  sea  wall.   I  am  sure 
Hull  and  Sdtuate  can  appreciate  that.   This  also, 
by  not  using  Jackhammers,  will  cut  down  on  the  dust, 
the  noise,  and  the  hazards  to  the  below  structure. 
Tht  surface  can  now  be  kept  intact.   Parking  can  be 
kept  intact  under  the  artery  if  we  resurface  by 
putting  up  protection  on  the  under  surface  of  the 
steel  beams  by  netting,  by  wood,  or  by  metals.   This 
method  can  cut  down  on  construction  time  and  almost 


space.   This  comes  from  the  SRA  report  on  Pace  72 
of  a  1982  Boston  and  Its  Neighborhoods  Study. 

In  1979  the  BRA  published  a  took  titled 
The  North  End  and  The  Waterfront.   In  this  book. 
1t  1s  made  mention  that  while,  quote,  according  to 
a  nap  the  North  End  appears  to  be  In  the  heart  of 
downtown.  It  is  in  fact  semi-isolated,  and. 
therefore,  very   different  from  the  core  of  the  city. 
It  1s  our  contention  that  the  Central  Artery  is 
an  asset  1n  keeping  the  North  End  separate  and 
distinct. 

Yet  in  1 982 ,  a  book  published  again  by 
the  SRA  titled  Boston  and  Its  Neighborhoods  has  no 
mention  at  all  of  the  North  End  as  a  neighborhood 
of  Boston.   In  fact,  we  are  referred  to  as  the 
central  area. 

This  Just  adds  to  tht  show  of  neglect 
that  tht  North  End  has  received  from  city  and  stata 
agencies.   Another  little  factor  that  points  out 
this  neglect:   there  1s  a  sign  over  tht  old  Station 
Ont  that  is  now  called  Police  Station  Area  Coverage 
A.   On  that  sign.  It  raakts  no  mtntlon  of  the  North 
End  as  an  arti  of  coverage.   It  does  have  Beacon  H111, 
Charlestown,  East  Boston,  and  downtown.   No  mention 
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cf  the  North  End.  At  one  time.  Station  One  was  the 
'larth  End. 

Are  these  cases  of  the,  quote,  out  of 
sight,  out  of  mind?   Is  this  the  mentality  adopted 
by  the  dty  and  state?   Indeed  the  development  of 
downtown  Boston  has  accompl tshed  much  in  enhancing 
this  dty.   But  long  before  development  and  long 
before  traffic  congestion,  the  North  End  has  been  a 
positive  attraction  In  the  cultural  center  of 
Soston,  and  so  1t  shall  remain. 

(Applause. ) 

COMMISSIONER  TIERNEY:   Thanr  you,  sir. 

HR.  LA*!G0NE:   Thank  you  very  much, 
Mr.  Cha1  rman . 

COMMISSIONER  TIERNET:   Our  next  scheduled 
speaker  1s  Antonio  01  Mambro.   Is  he  here? 

MR.  01  MAMBRO:  Thank  you,  Mr.  Chairman. 
My  name  Is  Anthony  01  Mambro.  I  am  a  resident  of 
the  North  End.   I  live  on  161  Endlcott  Street. 

I  recognize  the  need  and  the  importance 
of  studying  the  roadway  Improvements  Included  In  the 
supplement  to  the  draft  Environmental  Impaet 
Statement/Report  entitled  Third  Harbor  Tunnel, 
Interstate  90/Central  Artery,  Interstate  93. 


It  is  a  pleasant  place  to  live  and  1t  has  a 
sfioppl  ng/eat1  ng  district  that  serves  a  large  ethnic 
and  non-ethnic  population  1n  the  metropolitan  area, 
that  will  happen  to  this  unique  urban  environment 
tf  the  Central  Artery  1s  depressed  or 
restructured? 

Al though  I  believe  that  the  neighborhood 
will  continue  its  natural  process  of  trans  format 1  on , 
the  artery  improvements  will  accelerate  this  process4 
The  North  End  1s  a  neighborhood  in  transition.   It 
has  been  such  for  quite  some  time  and  it  will 
continue  to  be  in  transition  Independently  of  the 
artery  improvements.   Changing  r^al  estate  patterns, 
condominium  conversions,  poor  parking  and 
accessibility,  gentrl flcatlon  and  displacement,  and 
increases  in  rent  levels  are  already  evident  1n  the 
North  End.   The  population  is  also  changing.   More 
and  more  professionals  are  moving  Into  the 
neighborhood,  30  percent  of  the  population  1s 
elderly .   Forty- two  percent  are  unemployed  .   Many 
of  the  old  residents  pay  between  125  and  $200  per 
nonth  1n  rent  for  a  cone  or  two-bedroom  apartment, 
while  newcomers  pay  400  to  S600.   About  45  percent 
of  the  real  estate  Is  controlled  by  absentee 
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Overall,  I  believe  the  supplement  EIS  is  a 
sensitive  study  that  offers  a  range  of  preliminary 
solutions  to  the  present  and  future  problems 
related  to  the  reel  on  al  faffic  and  roadway  system. 

However,  as  a  resident  of  the  North  End 
I  am  ^ery    concerned  about  tne  serious  Impact  that 
the  projects  will  have  on  my  neighborhood.   *he  EIS 
clearly  outlines  the  Impact  in  terms  of  dust,  noise, 
traf*1c  congestion,  loss  o*  parking  spaces  and 
accessibility.   The  EIS  only  hints  at  the  lon?-ran«- 
Impacts  and  leaves  undefined  the  future  development 
of  new  parcels  of  land  that  will  be  created  by  the 
depression  of  the  Central  Artery.   The  mitigating 
measures  are  only  loosely  defined,  and  dty  and 
state  commitments  to  enforce  such  measures  are  not 
properly  articulated.   9efore  the  study  proceeds  I 
urge  the  authors  of  the  EIS  or  its  sponsors  to 
further  elaborate  on  these  matters. 

Although  it  1s  a  neighborhood  in  flux,  thet 
North  End  still  retains  Its  character  as  a 
semi -isolated,  cohesive,  vi brant  communl ty ,  one  that  I 
adds  to  the  cultural  diversity  of  Boston  and 
embodies  much  of  Its  history  and  richness.   It  is 
one  of  the  nicest  urban  neighborhoods  in  America. 


landlords  and  much  of  the  housing  stock  needs 
Improvements  and  repairs.   For  how  long  can  the 
North  End  community  withstand  the  Dressure  to 
transform? 

At  this  crucial  point  in  the  North  End's 
history  I  see  that  the  residents  have  basically  two: 
choices:   opposition  or  constructive  participation. 
Residents  could  oppose  the  depression  of  the  artery' 
and  let  the  natural  process  of  neighborhood 
transformation  carry  on.   Or  they  coul d  racocnl zt 
that  trans  forma t1 on  Is  Inevitable  and  use  the 
Issues  and  opportunities  created  by  the  artery 
improvements  to  unify  the  community  and  become 
primary  factors  In  the  definition  of  Its  future. 
I  have  opted  for  the  second  strategy  because  I 
believe  1n  the  long  run  it  will  be  the  most 
effective  and  successful  one. 

I  strongly  urge  the  state  and  the  dty  to: 
show  with  facts  their  commitments  to  facilitating 
the  process  of  constructive  participation  of  North 
End  residents  In  the  dedal  on-«ak1  ng  process  before, 
during  and  after  the  implementation  of  the  proposed 
artery  improvements.   It  1s  crucial  that  this 
orocess  be  tailored  to  the  soeclflc  needs  and 


characteristics  of  the  North  End  population.   I 
would  like  to  offer  the  following  suggestions  as 
minimum  requirements  for  a  meaningful  and  effective 
process. 

The  state  should  Institute  and  finance 
a  North  End  residents'  forua  that  will  allow 
resl dents ,  businessmen  ,  and  ne1 ghborhood 
Institutions  to  freely  express  their  opinions, 
concerns  and  choices.   It  Is  1n  the  context  of  this 
forum  that  residents  must  ask  themselves  and  answer 
fundamental  questions  such  as:   What  Is  the  future 
of  the  North  End?  Does  a  cohesive  ethnic  community 
have  a  right  to  remain,  live  and  prosper  In  the 
heart  of  Boston?   Can  the  North  End  community  as  a 
whole  benefit  fron  the  depression  of  the  Central 
Artery?  what  are  the  restrictions  that  should  be 
placed  on  the  development  of  the  parcels  of  land 
along  the  Central  Artery,  who  1s  going  to  develop 
them,  and  who  will  benefit  from  their  development? 
Residents  need  to  be  continuously  Informed  about 
the  various  aspects  of  the  project.  At  the  sane 
time  they  must  have  an  opportunity  to  hear  their  own 
consultants  or  technical  advisors  In  order  to 
formulate  their  own  positions.   The  state  must  pay 


state  must  commit  Itself  to  pay  for  all  the  legal 
expenses  that  may  be  necessary  to  defend  the 
community. 

The  North  End  community  must  be  the 
prime  beneficiary  for  the  future  a1r-r1ghts 
developments.  These  developments  ^ust  be  tlehtly 
controlled  In  terns  of  use,  density,  and  urban 
design  quality.   This  control  must  be  exercised  new 
and  during  the  design  phase.   North  End  residents 
cannot  wait  until  the  Central  Artery  is  i2:r2s:2C 
to  know  what  will  happen  on  these  parcel:  of  land. 
They  have  the  right  to  affect  and  control  the 
developments  because  they  more  than  anyone  else  will 
out  up  with  15  years  of  dlsrustlon  to  their  lives. 

If  th*  state  and  the  city  arc  ready  to 
strongly  commit  themselves  to  the  acove  oolnts,  than 
I  am  ready  to  give  ray  cautious  support  to  the 
oroposed  artery  deoresslon.   I  say  cautious  because 
i  /en  thougn  I  Have  a  lot  of  trust  1n  t.-.e  current 
state  administration,  I  '<now  that  administrations 
:ome  and  ?o.   "he  'forth  Ena  is  a  living  national 
treasure;  It  «111  be  a  disgrace  for  3oston,  'or 
'Mssjshusatts ,  :nd  'or  America  1  .'  it  win  be 
dis-iantled  or  ,f  1t  <lll  be  transformed  'nto  another 
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for   the   technical    assistance    that   the   residents   will 
require    throughout   the   process. 

Before    the   proposed   projects    proceed,    a 
detailed   memorandum    of    understanding   must   be 
drafted   and   slgned'by   the   state,    the   City  o*  3oston. 
and   the   Nerth   End   community.      This   memo  must 
contain    all    of    the    guarantees    that    the    community 
will    require    to    support    the    depression    of   the 
artery.      It  must   precisely   articulate   all    the 
mitigating  measures   necessary   to   cope  with   concrete 
Issues   such   as   noise     parking   shortage,    traffic 
rerouting   and   congestion,    lack    o*  accessibility, 
loss    of  business,    etcetera.      Finally,   the  memo  must 
Indicate    that   the   state   and   the  city   are   strongly 
committed   to   conducting  more   in-depth   studies   of   the 
long-term  effects    that   the   depression   of   the  trtery 
will    have   on   the   community.      The   state   and   the   city 
must   strongly   commit    themselves    to   developing   and 
Implementing   the  mechanisms    that  will    mitigate   and 
hopefully  reverse   the  negative   and   disruptive   trends 
that  will    undermine   the   quality  of   life   1n    the   North 
End.      If   the   content  of   the  memorandum   1s   not 
honored  by   the   parties    involved   then   the   community 
will    undertake   the  necessary   legal    actions.      The 


Society   H111    or   3eacon    Hill    without    the    consent   of 

Us    residents. 

I 

The   Sorth    End    1s    an    important    part   of    our 
city's   history   and    I    sincerely  nope   that  the 
process    for   Us    'uture   transformation  will    be   a 
model    'or  other  dtles    that   face  similar  crnslens. 
The   process    requires    a   passionate    snd   constructive 
involvement  of   the   North    End   residents    and   the 
support   of  every   citizen   of  Massachusetts,    from 
Chinatown    to    Poxbury,    from   filoucastsr    to 
Provlncetown,    *rom  Wellesley   to  Horcsster.      Je   -est 
this   suoport   for  the   next   15   years. 
Thank   you    very   much. 
(Applause.) 

COMMISSIONER   TIERNEY:      Thank   you, 
Mr.    01    Mambro.      3o  you  have   a    trsnscHot   of   that 
that  you   can    leave  with   our  stenatyplst? 

I   would   ask   one   favor.      *e   have    to   change     ; 
stenotyplsts.     He  have   to   channe    tapes. 

MR.    VI SCOTT:      I    don't   care    if   T    am 
recorded.      I   want  you    to   lear  what    I    nave   to   say. 
All    right.      First  of   al  1    — 

COMMISSIONER    TIERNEY:       I    would    rather 
lave   you   on   the   record.      I    really  would. 


'» 
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MR.    VISCOTI:      First   of   all,    «a1t    a   "i1nute. 
I    )■  from  the   North   End.      1    don't   kno*  your  nam*. 
Can   you   tall   me  who  you   are?     Who  >n  you? 

COMMISSIONER   TIERNEY:      Walt. 

MR.    VISCOTI:      1    »ant   to   inon  »ho  you   are. 
who   are  you?     we're   all    talking   at  you.      I    don't 
even   kno»  »ho  you   ar«.      Who   are  you? 

COHMISSIOHER   T1ERNET:      My   nana    U    °.obert 
Tlarnay.      I    aia  Commissioner  of  the   State    Gepartnent 
of  Public  Works.      If  you  want   to  "::    Oh    th-   *■•:*'' 
or  even   talk   to  us   --- 

MR.    VISCOT!:      I'll    Malt   right    here. 

COMMISSIONER   TIERMEY:      You    can   wait.    :1r. 

MR.    VISCOTI:      I    don't  »ait  to   go  or    the 
record.      I   Just  want  to   talk   to  you.      I    lived   In 
the   north   End   all   my   life. 

COMMISSIONER   TIERNET:      W111    you    give    me 
your  name? 

MR.   VISCOTI:     Nelson  V1scot1. 

I   lived  there   all   my   life.      I   saw  the 
community  change   left  and   right.      I   saw  the  people 
fight  against   condos.      I   sax  the   people   flnht  agatns 
everything   that   came   do*n   the   Hne.      3ut  one    thing 
I    didn't   see   happen   that   the   Callahan   Tunnel,    «hen 


It's   a  disgrace  you  cone   In  here  and  get  your 
paychecks,   and  us   go  home   and  fight  amongst 
ourselves. 

That's  how   I   feel,     Whether  you  are 
happy  or  not,   I   could   care   less. 

COMMISSIONER   TIERrtEY:      Tllere   will    be    a 
f1ve-«1nut«   Intermission. 

(A  short  recess  »as   then   taken.] 


I 


you  cone  Into  the  'Jorth  End,  when  you  cone  Into  the 

North  End  from   the  Callahan  Tunnel  there  should  be 

I 
an  overpass  there.   Fifteen  years  there  snould  have  ' 

been  an  overpass  there.   It's  a  hazard,  -tot  one 

thing  has  been  done  about  it.   No  one  has  done 

anything. 

You  want   to   spend   two   ana   a   nuarter 
billion   dollars   on   a    project,    and  yet  you  have   a 
cancer  you   haven't    taken   care   of.      'lot  even    a 
bandald  have  you   put  on   the   disaster  we   have   here. 
If  you   want    u$    to    trust   you.    really    I   will    be 
behind  you  a    thousand   oercent.      Prove   yourself. 
Oo    something    for   the    community.      Put    an   overramp 
there. 

I    am   really   emotional,    but    this    <s 
sickening.      Fifteen  years   we   have  said   nut   a   -ana 
so   people    can   walk   by. 

So  you   shut  iie   off?      Sure,    sure.      That's 
the  way   1 t   goes    anyway. 

COMMISSIONER   TTS3NEY:      'Ceep   going. 

MR.    VISCOTI:      you   owe   us.      viu   owe    js . 
You  haven't   done    anything   to   prove   yourself,   and   I 
am  not   going   to   stand   jo    'or   it,    and  none   o*  the 
people    in    the   lorth   End   ar*    going   tn   stand    jo    for   it, 
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I.   Judith   McGovern  Williams,    do  hereby 
cartlfy   that   the   foregoing   record.    Pages    1    through 
13*.    1s    a   true   and   accurate    record   of   the   testimony 
taken   on   August   8,    1983    to   the   best   of  ay  knowledge 
and  belief. 
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Judith  McGovern   -HlHam 
Registered   Professional    Reporter  j 


August  8,    1983 
saony  of   "assachusetts    Scace   Senator  Cgoras    Bachrach    In    favor  of  widening  and 


| A* lag  ebe  lencrsl    Artery    lo    Boston 


'Tluft  coo*  to   testify  *c    chia   hearing   today    co  voice  my   support    for    che  widening 
epreealng  of    the   Central  Artery    In   Boston.      As    che  Suet  Senator   represent  trig    cha 
oo-Brighcon   area   or    3ostOQ  and   cha   nearby   i  iiibmiii  1 1  tss  of    Cambridge,    We tec town,    and 
■ac  I  aa  acuta Lt    aware  of    Che    impact    that   continued  and    Increased   traffic  congestion 
a   General  Artery  he*,   not   only  an  Boston,    but  on  the   entire  Metropolitan   and   New 
I-  ad  region  as  wall..     The  plea  which  I  support  than,    la   the  one  which  affords   ctie  moat 
rv-ed  access  Into  and  through  the  city  by  reducing  congestion  on   the  single  mosc 
-one   stretch  of    roadway   In  the  f  rrniannvaa  1  r  h 

To  slaply  rehabilitate  the  existing  Central  Artery  would  be  to   Ignore  a  number  of 
tms  negative  impact*,   far  more  significant   than  the  gain  frost  the  nalntananca  which 
e  be.  performed  on  the  present   structure.     During   the  construction  period,   a  number  of 
i  tie.  lanes  would  have   co  be  closed  down  and  would  add  Co  che  present  problems  for  a 
lite  of  years.     Once  che  construction  were  coaplscsd,    che  roadway  would  not  provide  any 
-ttaaa  in  capacity  oor  alleviate  any  of   cha  congestion  problems.      Ln  fact,    the  volume  of 
r  fit  will  likely  have   Increased,  while   che  artery's  effectiveness  will  have  decreased. 
Ec:  spending  mill  tons  of  dollars  for  repairs,   the  result  would  be  a  nee   loss   in  che 
tiLcy  CO  move  traffic   and    CO  meet    increased   da  wands    for  access    through    chls  ares. 

lor  contrast  co  rehabilitation,   all  plans  co  depress  and  widen   che  Central  Artery 
:ld*  for  Improved  access  and  lover  congestion.     Depressing  che   roadway  would  reduce 
■  a  levels  by  up  co  ten  decibels,   while  widening  che   roadway  would   reduce  by  up   co  71, 
i  pollution  produced  by  stagnant    traffic.      Another  advantage    CO    che  depress    and  widen 
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plans  is  chat  the  entire  existing  Central  Artery  would  rveeUn  In  aerrtca  and   Intact 

until  construction  of  Cha  near  roadway  were  conplaced,  alnlalalng  disruption  during   cha 

transition  period. 

Once  construction  were  conplatad,    the  big,    green  Central  Artery   erector  set,    which 

has  sepereced  Boston  froa  Its  historic  weterfront   for  so  assy  rears,   could  ba   ramoved. 

taolated  parte  of    che  city  would   be   reunited   to    the   city  proper,    and    che   quality  of    Life 
would   be   laproved   greatly    In   thee*  neighboring  areas.      Ins  aeechecic   appeel  of    che   entire 

area  would  be  enhanced  with  the   raaoval  of    this   crsaaadoua   "eyesore" .    while    local    roads 
on   both  aides   could  be    reconnected    co   provide  corridors  of    improved    pedestrian    access    co 

6B"  clty  end  the  ability  to  walk  to  the  sea   froa  the  downtown   area  uninterrupted.      And 

for  che  first  das  In  /ears,   natural   light  would  ahina  on  the  arena  beneecb  che  present 
Central  Artery. 

Beyond  the  positive  local  effects  of  a  depressed  artery   is  che   Insect  on  the  local 
>  regional  cconoay  of   che  Greeter  Boston  area.     3ualnesee*  throughout   che   region  depend 
heavily  on   cheix  ability  to   reach   Logan  Airport   and   the  port  of    Boaton,   as  well  as   areas 
north,  wast,  and  south  of   che  city.     The  High  Technology   Industry,   an   Important   pert  of 
the  state's  econoav,   has   traditionally  grown  In  araaa  which  can  provide  aectae   co  markets 
reached  by  sea  and  air.      The  impact  of   improved  access   through   che  Central  Artery  will 
provide  the  kind  of  acceae  High  Tech  needs  co  coociaue   co   funcclon  la  chls  scats. 

Similarly,    light   Industry,    che  prevalent   fora  of   Industry   in  my  own  district,   depends 
heavily  on  Che  ability  to  reach  markets  serviced  by   che  Central  Artery.      The  ability  of 
light   lnduatry  Co  produce,  depends  on   les  ebillty  co  move  goods  into  and  ouc  of   chs  aree. 
Reduced  congestion  on  the  Central  Artery  can  only  be  an  asset   for  light  Industry  and  che 
Local  econoay. 

Raaoval  of   cha  existing  structure  would  provide  economic  benefits   co  che   immediate 
^wntovn  area  aa  well.     Approxlaately  twenty  acres  of  new,   developable   Land  would  becow 
aveilabla  on  cha  air  righta  over  a  depressed  artery.      Prelected  development  would   generata 
aa  aaay  aa  9400  new  jobe  and   increase  annual  retail   sales    In  chs  area   by  nine  or   ten 
arilllna  dollars. —  


(3) 

aa  all  chase  factors  f  considered,    che  cost  of  building  a  widened  and  depressed 
nai  Artery*  in  dwarfed  by  cha  gains  and  savings   chs  project  would  generate   in  other 
.     Tha  economic  benefits   for  the  entire    region,    the   aesthetic    laprovaaants   in   che 
dlate  area,  cha  reduction  of  air  and  noisa  pollution  on  the  environaant,    che 
enaction  of   tha  city  of  Boston  co  its  neighborhoods,    its  waterfront,   and  its  historic 
Lm  all  beneficial  and  dealrable   returns    froa  tha   investment    in  an  in-proved  Central 
ry.     tf loaning  and  depressing  would  produce  mors  positive   results   than  any  modernizing 
ahabilltatlag  plan  ever  could.       t   urge  you    therefore    to    report    favorably  on   cha 
is  which  would  improve  access  co  and  through  chs  Cencrsl  Artery. 
£  thank  you  far  your  consideration  in  chls  matter. 
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Auguat    3,    1993 

Testimony  at*  y-assachusec ca    State<  Ser-acor  George    3acnrach    in    Savor    jt    widening   and 
depressing   the  C^cra!    Arcery    a    3oscan 

t   -.--va   corns   CO    testify   ac    chls   Scaring    coaay    co   voice   mv    support    for    che   widening 
ind    iepreoaing  of    che  Central   Artery    in    3oocan-       As    Che    State   Senator    representing    che 
Aixjeoo-Srigacon  ares   of    Boston  and   Che  nearby  coTsaunitlcs  of    Cambridge,    -.'acarcown.    and 
'i a -=on>..    I  as  acutely  avare  of    che   Impact   that   continued  and   increased   crafflc  congestion 
ja   ens  General  Artery  has,   ant   only   on  Boscoa,    but  on    che  entire   ^.e  crap  all  can    and  'lev 
a^g]  and   region  as  wall.      Ths  plan  which  I   support   chen.    Is   che  one  which  affords  che  nose 
/coved  access   into  and  chrough  che  clcy  by  reducing  congestion  an   cne   single  most 
■mnr:  :mt    atreech    it    roadway    Ln  ch«    C-Jtsnonveslth. 

To   simply    rehabilitate    che  existing  Central   Arcary  would   be    Co    Ignore  a  numher  of 

3erlons   negative    impacts,    far  mora    algnificaat    chan    che   gain    froa   che  maintenance  which 

must   be  performed  on   che    present    structure.      During    che  construccion    period,    a    'uaoir    at 

i 
traffic    Langs  would   have    co   be   closed   down  and  would   add    co   che    present    problems    for  a 

auooec  of    years.      Once    the   construction   were  completed,    chs    roadway  would   not    provide   anv 

Locreass   In  capacity  nor   alleviate   any   of    chs   congestion   problems.       la   fact,    the  volume  of 

traffic,  alii  lixaly  have   Lncreaaed,,   while   Chs  artery's  effectiveness  will  have  decreased. 

After  spending  millions  of   dollars    for  repairs,    Che   result   would  be  a  net    loss    in   the 

ability  en  move   crafflc   and    co  meet    lncressed  demands    for   access    chrough    this   ares. 

In-  contrast    co    rehabilitation,    ail   plans    co   depress  and  widen    che   Central    Artery 

;ovid*   for   Improved  access   and    lower  congestion.      Depressing    che    roadway  would    reduce 

aotsa    Levels   by  up   co   cen  decibels,    while  widening    che   roadway  would    reduce   ay  uo    co    7X, 

air  pollution  produced  bv   stagnant   crafflc.      Another  advantage   co   che  depress  and  widen 


^ 


plans    is    chac   chs  entire   existing   Central  Artery  would    nam In    ia   lervlce  and    intact 

V-   until  construction  of    chs   near  roadway  vera  can-plated,   aioialsiag  disruption  during   3 
transition  period. 

Oace  construction  were  conplecad,  che  big,  jreen  Central  Arcery  erector  sec,  wht 
has  separated  Soscon  froa  its  historic  waterfront  for  so  many  years,  could  be  reaovee 
Isolated  psrts  of  che  clcy  would  be  reunited  co  che  city  proper,  and  chs  quality  of  . 
would  be  improved  greatly  in  chess  neighboring  areas.  Ths  aesthetic  ^vprnAl  of  chs  ec 
area  would  be  enhanced  wlch  chs  removal  of  this  tremendous  '-tvesore",  wnils  local  -:■ 
on  both  sides  could  be  reconnected  co  provide  corridors  of  improved  pedestrian  acceei 
the  city  and  the  ability  co  walk  co  chs  sea  from  Che  downcovn  area  uninterrupted.  Ac 
for  che  first  elms  in  years,  nacursl  light  would  shine  on  ens  aress  oeneech  the  pres«< 
Central  Artery. 
I  Beyond   chs  poeltlvs   local  effects  of   a   dapreaasd  artery    is    cbs    impact   on   ths    lot 

"*  regional  economy  of  chs  Crester  3oston  ares.  Businesses  chroughouc  the  region  d« 
hesvlly  on  chair  ability  to  reach  Logan  Airport  and  che  port  of  Boetan.  it  well  aa  ai 
north,  west,  and  south  of  the  city.  The  Sigh  Technology  industry,  aa  important  part 
che  state's  economy,  has  traditionally  grown  in  aress  which  can  provide  access  co  sau 
reached  by  sea  and  air.  The  impact  of  Improved  access  through  che  Central  Artery  vii. 
provide    che   kind  of   access   Ugh   Tech  needs   to   continue    co    function    in   this    state. 

Slat  laxly,  light  industry,  c.-te  prevalent  form  of  industry  in  my  own  district,  it: 
heavily  on  cha  ability  co  reach  markets  sarv-iced  by  the  Central  Arcery.  The  ability  I 
light  Industry  co  producs,  depends  on  its  ablllcv  co  move  goods  Lnco  and  out  of  che  ■ 
Reduced  congestion  on  ths  Centrsl  Artery  can  only  be  an  asset  for  light  industry  and  - 
Local  economy. 

Removal  of  cha  existing  structure  would  provide  economic  benefits  co  che  LanmdM 
"vneovn  area  aa  well.  Approximately  cventy  acres  of  new,  developable  Land  would  ben 
available  on  cha  air  righta  over  a  depreaaed  artery.  Projected  development  would  get- 
as  many  aa  9400  new  Jobs  and  lacreaae  annual  retail  saias  in  cne  ares  by  nine  or  cane 
ittUaa  ■*-■' 1  -r-        —  -         — —-  _     —  —  —  
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-nan  ail   These    factora   are   cansidared,    cha   coat   of   building  a  widened   and   depressed 
Central  Artery  Ls  dwarfed  by  cha    gains   and  savings    chs   project  would   generate    in  ochar 
ways.      The  economic   vena  tics    cor    the   entire    region,    che   aesthetic    improvements    la    Che 
Lcmskdiats  area.,    cha   reduction  of    air   and  noise   pollution  on    che   envlronaent.    che 
reconnectlon  of    che  city  of    Boston    co    lea   neighborhoods,    Lcs   waterfront,     ind    its   historic 
past,,  are  all  beneficial   and  desirable    returns    froa   that    invsscment    in  an    Lar-roved  Central 
Artery,      ■ldeaing  and   depressing  would    produce  more  positive    results    cnan  any   modernizing 
or   nahahllicacia-5  plan   ever   could.       [    urge  you    therefore    co    report    favorably  on   chs 
plana  which  would   improve   access    co   and   chrough   che  Central   Artery. 

I   Chans,  you    for  your   consideration   in   this  setter. 
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MR.  COOGAN:   We  are  now  reopening  the  public 
hearing  on  che  draf  t  Environmental  Impact  Statement 
project  and  the  supplement  to  the  draft  Environmental 
Impact  Statement  project  for  the  Third  Harbor  Tunnel, 
Central  Artery.   My  name  is  Matthew  Cooaan.   I'm 
Undersecretary  of  Transportation.   I  will  be  chairman 
for  the  rest  or"  the  afternoon.   we  are  honored  this 
afternoon  to  have  the  president  of  the  Boston  Chamber 
of  Commerce,  Mr.  James  Sullivan. 

MR.  SULLIVAN:   Mr.  Chairman,  my  name  is 
James  Sullivan,  and  I'm  the  president  of  the  Greater 
Soston  Chamber  of  Commerce,  and  as  you  are  aware,  the 
impact  of  the  proposed  construction  of  a  Third  Harbor 
Tunnel  and  the  decompression  of  the  Central  Artery  as 
something  that  is  of  great  concern  to  the  Greater 
Boston  community.   I  might  indicate  that  the  Greater 
Boston  Chamber  of  Commerce  has  about  2,000  members,  and 
we  are  very  concerned  with  the  impact  of  this 
construction  as  it  applies  to  Greater  Boston.   As  a 
result  of  that,  w«  had  a  meeting  --  my  chairman, 
Jim  McDonald,  and  myself  back  about  two  or  three  weeks 
ago  and  we  both  indicated  to  him  what  we  proposed  to  do, 
and  I  would  like  to  quote  from  that  particular  letter 
to  the  Governor. 
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been  a  proposal  that  has  been  in  existence  for  at  Least 
eight  years  and  deserves  serious  consideration. 

The  time  frame  for  the  completion  of  the  5.I.S 
supplement  is  extremely  tight  requiring  a  decision  to  be 
made  by  September  30,  1993.   The  Secretary  of 
Transportation  recognizes  this  and  has  already  asked  the  I 
Federal  Government  for  a  90-day  extension  to  allow 
completion . 

It  is  clearly  evident  that  even  after 
completion  of  the  supplementary  E.I.S.  that  to  properly 
evaluate  the  alternatives  and  their  relationships  not 
only  to  the  environment,  but  to  traffic,  economic 
development,  land  use  planning,  economic  considerations 
construction  feasibility,  construction  timetables , 
soil  and  foundation  conditions,  disruption  of  business 
and  project  phasing  will  require  a  comprehensive  analysii 
of  both  the  original  E.I.S.  and  the  supplementary  by 
experts  in  these  fields.   Then  and  only  then  can  the 
Greater  Boston  community  arrive  at  a  concensus  on  the 
proper  approach  to  the  problems. 

The  Greater  Boston  Chamber  of  Commerce 
believes  that  the  projects  and  the  problems  are  of  such 
magnitude  that  a  task  force  of  business  leaders  should 
be  appointed  to  monitor  and  evaluate  the  proposals  from 


"In  March  of  this  year  the  Board  of  Oireccor: 
of  the  Greater  3oston  ChamDer  of  Commerce  reviewed  the 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  on  the  Third  Harbor 
Tunnel  and  were  impressed  with  the  quality  and 
thoroughness  of  the  analysis.   As  a  result,  the  Bo^rd 
of  Oirectors  too*  a  position  in  favor  of  the 
construction  of  the  Third  Harbor  Tunnel  to  relieve 
traffic  congestion  which,  if  not  addressed,  would 
become  intolerable  by  the  year  2010.   The  Third  Harbor 
Tunnel  would  also  provide  needed  vehicular  access  to 
Logan  International  Airport  which  is  necessary  to  serve 
the  economic  interests  of  our  region. 

After  the  completion  of  the  E.I.S.  any  action 
by  the  Chamber's  Board,  Secretary  of  Transportation 
Frederick  Salvucci,  commissioned  a  supplement  E.I.S. 
which  would  look  at  additional  alternatives  to  those 
already  studied  and  added  a  component  to  do  an  E.I.S. 
on  the  depression  of  the  Central  Artery.   Recognizing 
the  dimensions  of  the  problems  to  be  faced,  the 
commissioning  of  the  additional  studies  would  seem  to  be 
a  prudent  course  of  action  for  any  and  all  potential 
solutions  should  be  investigated.   It  is  probably 
unlikely  that  any  single  solution  will  be  entirely 
satisfactory.   The  depression  of  the  Central  Artery  has 
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all  aspects.   "his  :ask  force  on  che  Third  Harbor  Tunnel.' 
depressed  Central  Artery  will  be  ass  is  ted  by  a 
Technical  Advisory  Committee  representing  all 
disciplines  who  will  advise  the  members  by  monitorinq 
the  ongoing  studies. 

At  the  present  time  a  volunteer  Technical 
Advisory  Committee  has  been  established  under  the 
chairmanship  of  Cy  Mintz  —  an  architect  and  city  planner] 
who  was  the  former  Director  of  Planning  and  Design  for 
the  downtown  Waterfront  and  Faneuil  Hall  for  the  Chamber., 
Also  agreeing  to  serve  are  Stephen  Varga  —  a  principal 
in  the  engineering  firm  of  Weidlinger  Associates,  an 
international  firm  specializing  in  structural 
engineering;  Don  Goldberg  —  a  principal  m  the  firm  of 
Goldberg-Zoino  Associates.  Geotechmcal  Engineers, 
Soils  Engineers  and  Foundation  Consultants; 
Philip  Bonanno,  a  construction  engineer  with  the 
J.  F.  White  Construction  Company;  and  Kevin  Lynch,  a 
former  professor  of  planning  at  M.I.T.  and  a  city 
planner.   Other  disciplines  will  be  added  during  the 
courses  of  the  analysis  as  needed . 

It  is  riy  belief  tnat  only  through  such  a 
comprehensive  approach  can  the  Greater  Boston  business 
community  assure  that  the  alternatives  are  properly 
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weighed  to  guarantee  the  right  decision  or  decisions. 

Mr.  Chairman,  since  that  time  we  have 
appointed  a  Task  Force  and  the  Technical  Advisory 
Committee,  and  for  the  record  I  will  introduce  the 
members  or  the  Technical  Advisory  Commi ttee: 
Phil  3onanno,  president  and  general  manager  of 
J.  F.  White  Contracting  Company;  James  Brown,  director 
of  Joint  Center  for  Urban  Studies;  Donald  Goldberg, 
principal,  Goldberg-Zoino  &  Associates,  Inc.; 
John  Priestly,  architect/developer  of  Russian  Wharf; 
Bruce  Campbell,  Hew  England  Regional  Manager  of 
T.A.M.S.,  Inc.  who  also  was  the  Commissioner  of  Public 
Works  assigned  the  Commission  Administration; 
Harold  Fodden,  who  was  a  vice  president  of  Little 
Company;  Kevin  Lynch,  who  was  the  principal  and 
profassor  or  former  professor  at  M.I.T.;  William  Rizzo, 
principal  of  Rizzo  Associates;  Stephen  Varga,  principal 
in  Weidlinger  &  Associates;  and  Samuel  Hintz ,  principal 
of  Hmtz  Associates  Architects/Planners,  Inc. 

This  Technical  Advisory  Committee  is  reviewing 
and  analyzing  the  E.I.S.  which  is,  as  you  are  aware, 
approximately  five  to  six  million  documents  containing 
about  600  pages.   They  also  are  analyzing  it  from  the 
area  of  impact  on  their  area  of  specialties  and  they  are 
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and  it  is  our  understanding  that  written  communication 
on  the  E.I.S.  will  be  received  by  the  secretary  in  that 
department  until  approximately  11:59  on  August  the  22nd. 
It  is  our  hope  to  have  a  detailed  analysis  that  will  be 
agreed  upon  by  the  Technical  Advisory  Committee  and  the 
Task  Foree  that  will  then  go  to  the  Chamber  of  Commerce 
and  we  will  be  prepared  to  meet  on  August  the  17th  to 
establish  a  position  by  the  Board  of  Directors.   And  we 
will  then,  as  soon  as  that  is  accomplished,  submit  our 
report  to  the  Secretary  and  Governor.   The  fact  is  that 
these  projects  are  interrelated  and  the  project  and  the 
development  of  E.I.S.  seems  to  me  that  from  my  review 
they  are  very  needed.   They  combine  a  lot  of 
implications  for  the  future  of  Greater  Boston,  not  only 
in  transportation,  but  in  other  areas  of  discipline  and 
concern ,      And  we  want  to  make  aura  that  we  are  together 
on  the  issue  of  making  sure  that  whatever  results  will 
benefit  the  economic  viability  of  Greater  Boston  as 
well  as  transportation  problems.   Thank  you. 

MR.  COOGAN:   Mr.  Sullivan,  if  I  could  be 
allowed  a  personal  comment,  the  array  of  business 
leaders  and  technical  leaders  in  the  Chamber  as 
assembled  is  massively  impressive.   But  ]ua  t  let  me 
comment  that  the  work  the  Chamber  of  Commerce  is  doing 
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working  with  a  Task  Force  witn  business  Leaders  in  the 
Greater  Boston  community.   And  I  would  like  to  identify 
them  for  the  record  now. 

The  Chairman  of  the  Task  Force  is 
Harold  Hestnes  who  is  a  partner  of  Hale  &  Oorr ; 
Kenneth  Rossano,  Chairman ,  Greater  Boston  Chamber  of 
Commerce  and  also  is  a  senior  vice  president  of  tne 
Bank  of  3oston;  myself  as  president ,  Greater  Boston 
Chamber  of  Commerce:  John  J .  Bacon ,  president  of  the 
Boston  Gas  Company;  Norm  Leventhal,  Chairman  of  The 
Beacon  Companies;  Richard  J.  Lundqren,  president  of  the 
Greater  Boston  Real  Estate  Board;  Andrew  Macalaster, 
president  of  Merchco  Investment  Corporation; 
Roderick  MacDougall,  Chairman  of  the  Bank  of  New  England 
Daniel  Mahoney,  president  of  the  Massachusetts  Bar 
Association:  Joseph  Mullaney,  senior  vice  president  of 
the  Gillette  Company;  Albert  E.  Mullm,  Jr.,  who  is  a 
vice  president  of  corporate  relations  for  the  Digital 
Equipment  Corporation;  Elliot  Stone  who  is  the  president 
of  the  Jordan  Marsh  Company;  John  Larkm  Thompson, 
president  of  Blue  Shield  of  Massachusetts;  Robert  E. 
Page,  president  of  the  Boston  Herald;  John  Ryan, 
president  of  Ryan,  Elliott  &  Co.,  Inc. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  committee  has  been  working 
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is  very  much  appreciated  and  the  caliber  of  people 
brought  together  is  down  right  impressive. 

MA.  SULLIVAN:   Let  me  assure  the  Chairman  and 
Secretary  that  we  want  to  make  sure  that  the  decisions 
are  made  on  the  basis  of  an  objective  analysis  of  the 
E.I.S.  and  its  impacts.   And  I*m  sure  that  both  the 
Secretary  and  the  Governor  and  the  business  community 
have  a  common  purpose,  and  that's  to  ensure  that  not 
only  is  transportation  and  traffic  access  improved 
substantially  because  certainly  it  couldn't  get  much 
worse,  although  some  predictions  do,  we  do  what  we  do 
based  upon  the  facts  of  the  E.I.S.  rather  than  some 
subjective  analysis  of  the  report.   On  this  basis  I  can 
assure  you  that  these  technical  experts  came  to  this 
with  an  open  mind.   They  are  very  skilled  in  different 
areas  and  the  Task  Force  itself  is  created  of  a  cross- 
section  of  ths  business  community  who  hopefully  will 
look  at  this  subjective  analysis  as  well. 

MR.  COOGAN:   w«  appreciate  your  work  and  look 
forward  to  your  input. 

Ladies  and  gentlemen,  we  are  now  in  the  phase 
of  the  public  hearing  where  we  are  operating  on  a  first 
coma,  first  serve  basis.   For  all  those  who  would  like 
to  apeak,  kindly  go  to  the  desk  immediately  on  your  left 
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jj  you  arrive.   Then  we ' 11  gee  everybody ' s  name  on  a 
first  come,  first  serve  basis.   Let  me  further  make 
the  statement  that  consistent  with  what  Mr.  Sullivan 
has  said,  that  we  will  be  accepting  comments  about  the 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  until  August  22nd.   Any 
comments  we  receive  by  August  22nd  have  the  same  legal 
validity  as  testimony  made  here  today.   We  must  respond 
to  them  and  incorporate  them  in  the  final  draft.   You 
should  address  any  such  comments  to  the  Department  of 
Public  Works,  100  Nashua  Street,  Boston,  Massachusetts. 
Next  on  the  list  of  people  who  have  asked  to  speak  is 
Mr.  Michael  Deluty  if  I  pronounced  it  right. 
MR.  DELDTTT:   That's  it. 

MR.  COOGAH:   Would  you  kindly  state  your  name? 
MP.  DELUTY:   My  name  is  Michael  Deluty,  and  I 
have  a  small  building  m  the  area  of  the  Waterfront  and 
the  Expressway.   I'm  also  a  local  businessman  and  also 
an  engineer  by  profession.   I'm  here  mainly  to  ask 
questions  for  the  record  rather  than  make  comments. 
Until  last  week  I  was  very  much  in  favor  of  it  because 
the  value  of  my  property  is  greatly  harmed  by  the 
Expressway  right  next  to  it.   After  the  meeting  —  the 
Waterfront  meeting  last  Wednesday,  I  found  there  were 
questions  that  have  not  b«en  answered  in  any  sense  of 
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solve  it?   How  are  they  going  to  prevent  any  damage  to 
the  buildings  in  that  area?  That's  one  question. 

The  other  question  I  have  is  vibration 
problems  during  the  construction  as  I  was  told  last 
Wednesday  on  the  concrete  type  roadway  under  the  lanes 
of  the  Expressway  near  the  Waterfront.   In  the  North  End 
people  think  they  are  going  to  be  worried  from  the 
noise  of  the  trucks  and  dirt.   I  think  everybody  has 
got  a  lesson  coming  as  to  what  may  happen  from  vibration 
from  these  trucks  rumbling  along  back  and  forth.   What 
studies  have  been  done?   How  can  anybody  know  about  the 
vibrations?   At  one  time  at  the  intersection  of  State 
Street  and  the  Expressway  there  was  a  hole  in  the  ground 
for  utility  work.   And  there  were  steel  plates  over  this 
hole,   when  the  tracks  ran  over  the  steel  plates,  you 
could  not  stand  within  three  feet  of  the  area.   It  was 
impossible.   It  was  painful.   I  know  that  the  roadway 
would  be  more  sturdy  than  that,  but,  you  know,  what's 
going  to  happen? 

The  other  thing  I  ask  is  how  much  of  the 
traffic  on  the  Expressway  is  through  traffic?  And 
someone  said,  "Well,  we  don't  know,   when  this  study 
was  done,  it  was  40,  50  percent. "   Now,  I  have  done  no 
studies.   But  I've  been  in  and  out  of  town  for  16  years. 
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the  word,  and  they  frighten  the  hell  out  of  :ne.   I'd 
love  to  see  that  thing  go,  love  it,  but  at  what  price? 
And  the  first  question  is  at  what  price?   I  was  told  a 
lot  of  educators  have   done  a  lot  of  studies  and  they 
said  they'll  maintain  the  Waterfront.   The  Waterfront 
as  we  all  know  is  very  old  and  it  is  on  wood  piles. 
And  if  the  water  tables  dropped  very  much,  it  would  be 
an  unmitigated  disaster.   And  the  question  was  not 
answered  as  to  how  the  water  tables  can  be  maintained 
during  construction.   They  said  that  there  will  be  test 
wells  monitoring  the  level  and  there  will  be  holes  in 
the  slurry  wall.   Now  being  an  engineer,  I  know  that  a 
lot  of  formulas  in  the  laboratory  go  right  out  the 
window  when  you  go  in  the  field.   When  they  built  the 
Marriott  Hotel,  I  don't  know  if  any  studies  were  done, 
but  it  is  all  one  building  and  the  water  can  slosh  all 
around.   From  my  own  observation,  and  I've  been  in  the 
area  16  years,  the  water  tables  drop  between  six  and 
twelve  inches  just  from  the  Marriott  Hotel.   It  is  also 
an  established  fact  that  the  water  table  will  drop 
further  from  the  Center  Building,  and  these  aren't 
barriers.   These  are  just  tubs  in  the  ground.   And  they 
can  monitor  the  thing,  but  what  happens  if  it  starts 
dropping?   Do  they  ]ust  wash  it?   How  are  they  going  to 
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and  I  sit  there  in  my  window  and  watch  the  Expressway. 
And  I  would  say  70  to  30  percent  is  through  traffic. 
Very  little  of  the  relative  traffic  gets  off  the 
Haymarket/Dock  Square/State  Street/High  Street  areas  -- 
very  little.   So  I  say  what  is  wrong  with  building 
through  the  Harbor  Tunnel  building  another  tunnel 
following  the  coastline  in  Boston  as  an  expressway,  a 
throughway  around  the  coastline  from  South  Station 
around  the  North  End  and  up  to  Mystic  Bridge  or  wherever 
you  tie  in  as  a  throughway,  no  exits.   Build  the  tunnel, 
build  the  second  tunnel,  and  then  see  what's  left  on  the 
Expressway.   And  I'll  bet  you  a  cup  of  coffee  that 
you'll  have  so  little  left  and  you'll  get  rid  of  the 
Central  Artery  altogether.   And  one  example  I  raaxe  is 
before  new  Atlantic  Avenue  was  put  in,  when  the  old 
Atlantic  Avenue  was  there,  that  was  a  substitute 
Expressway,  because  when  the  Expressway  got  clogged  up, 
everyone  came  off  the  ramp,  ran  up  Atlantic  Avenue  and 
tied  it  up  farther  north.   One  of  the  purposes  to  stop 
that  was  to  put  in  new  Atlantic  Avenue,  narrow  it  down, 
make  it  full  of  red  lights  and  cut  it  out.   And  lo  and 
behold  it  was  cut  out,  okay? 

The  other  question  I  have  is  if  you  are 
building  an  eight-lane  road,  I'll  bet  you  another  cup 
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of  coffee  everyone  will  wish  it  was  a  ten-lane  road, 
okay?   And  all  these  projections  are  for  the  year  2010, 
and  you  can't  make  projections  for  the  year  1988.   So 
I'm  saying  that  yes,  get  S2  million  to  the 
Commonwealth,  get  the  jobs,  get  it  all,  but  do  the 
tunnel.   And  then  attack  what '  s  left  of  the  problem  for 
the  Expressway. 

And  the  final  comment  is  that  I  don't  know, 
but  I've  heard  in  testimony  a  little  while  ago  that 
no  project  of  this  type  has  ever  been  tried  in  the 
entire  world.   Whether  or  not  that's  true,  I  don't  know. 
But  I'll  bat  you  that  with  a  red  line  tunnel  and  the 
blue  line  tunnel  and  all  the  other  problems  here  now, 
there  is  going  to  be  a  lot  of  problems  nobody  has  ever 
encountered.   And  the  problem  with  that  is  that  once  you 
encounter  them  and  this  kind  of  environment  with  the 
ocean  and  the  clay  and  the  sand  and  the  200-year  old 
buildings,  you  aught  have  a  disaster.   And  that  might 
be  a  disaster  that  will  turn  into  2S  years  to  solve  and 
totally  dissipate  the  entire  area.   So  yes,  I  want  to 
see  that  thing  go.   I  think  the  tunnel  is  tha  alternative 
to  look  at.   But  even  so,  I  really  think  there  should  be 
some  very  heavy  answers  on  water  table  problems  if  you 
go  underground.   Thank  you. 
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of  testimony  tomorrow,   we're  trying  to  be  as  flexible  aa 
we  can  for  people  with  difficult  hours.   Are  there  any 
comments  at  this  point?  why  don't  we  recess  until  four 
o'clock  because  it  is  a  nice  round  number,  and  then 
we' 11  reopen  the  hearing  at  that  point.   Hearing  no 
objections,  we  will  be  recessed  until  four  o'clock. 
(Recess  until  4:00  p.m. I 
[Resume  proceedings  at  4:00  p.m.] 
MR.  COOGAN:   If  you  want  to  present  testimony 
relative  to  this  hearing,  the  hearing  will  be  opened  at 
any  time.   If  there  is  anybody  who  wishes  to  present 
testimony,  kindly  go  to  the  desk  which  is  on  the  left 
as  you  coma  in  tha  door.   The  hearing  will  remain  in 
recess  until  somebody  wants  to  testify.   And  we'll 
start  right  up  then.   So  we'll  be  gone  for  another  tan 
minutes.   Tha  hearing  is  in  recess. 

Ladies  and  gentleman,  those  of  you  who  have 
just  coma  in  here,  we  are  having  a  two-day  meeting,  a 
public  hearing,  to  accept  any  and  all  comments  about 
the  statements  to  a  depressed  Central  Artery.   If 
anyone  wishes  to  give  testimony,  you  can  simply  go  up 
to  the  desk  there,  write  down  your  name  and  start  up  the 
hearing.   We've  been  going  now  for  eight  hours  or 
something.   we're  enthusiastic  about  hearing  from  you. 
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MR.  COOGAN:   Thanx  you,  Mr.  Deluty.   Your 
questions  concerning  water  tables  and  vibrations  and 
others  you  have  raised,  we  legally  must  give  you  some 
response.   ?lease  understand  that  response  will 
represent  Che  state  of  the  art  at  that  moment,  if  any 
of  those  questions  can  De  answered ,  in  the  design 
phase  and  appropriate  engineering. 

MR.  DELUTY:  May  I  ask  at  that  phase,  at  the 
design  phase,  is  this  like  a  fast  scrap  project?  In 
other  words,  you  are  committed  and  you  are  solving  it. 
Oo  you  need  the  whole  or  is  there  a  possibility  that  in 
the  design  phase,  if  you  find  problems  that  are  really 
not  solvable,  is  the  project  going  to  be  changed,  stoppet- 

MR.  COOGAN:   It  certainly  could  be  politically 
The  point  is  that  you  have  the  right  to  bring  those 
questions  here  and  they  will  be  immediately  addressed. 

MR.  DELUTY:   Thank  you. 

KR.  COOGAN:   We  are  in  the  phase  of  this 
public  hearing  where  we  are  taking  testimony  from 
anyone.   You  do  not  need  to  have  formally  requested 
time.   You  do  not  need  any  step  at  all  except  to  sign 
up.   I  do  not  see  that  anyone  has  signed  up  again. 
Does  anyone  wish  to  testify?   What  we  are  doing  here  is 
12  hours  of  testimony  today.   We'll  be  open  for  12  hours: 
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so  please  step  right  up  and  we'll  start  the  hearing 
whenever  you  are  ready. 

[Recess  proceedings. ] 

Ladies  and  gentlemen,  it  is  currently  4:30. 
Let  :ne  make  my  speech  again.   We  are  committed  to 
staying  here  for  12  hours  today,  from  11  o'clock  in  the 
oorning  until  11  o'clock  at  night.   We  want  to  receive 
public  input  from  whoever  has  anything  to  say.   All 
you  i\ave   to  do  is  go  up  to  the  desk  and  write  down  your 
name  and  we'll  start  up.   A  lot  of  people  will  be 
getting  out  of  work  between  now  and  five  o'clock.   We 
do  have  four  or  five  people  who  want  to  speak  at  five 
o'clock,  so  we'll  start  as  soon  as  anybody  has  any 
comments  to  make.   See  you  then. 
[Recess  proceedings.] 

Ladies  and  gentleman,  we'll  reconvene  tha 
hearing  at  five  o'clock.   That  seems  to  be  the  simplest 
way  of  doing  things.   We'll  reconvene  at  five  o'clock. 
[Recess  proceedings. ] 

Ladies  and  gentlemen,  for  your  information, 
we'll  be  starting  up  the  .neanng  again  at  five  o'clock, 
so  whatever  you  want  :o  do  between  now  and  then,  five 
o'clock  we'll  be  starting  back  up  again. 

Ladies  and  gentlemen,  it  is  now  exactly  five 
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o'clock.   We're  going  to  begin  the  evening  session. 
We'll  be  going  from  approximately  five  o'clock  right 
on  to  11  o'clock  tonight.   Let  rae  introduce  myself. 
My  name  is  Matthew  Coogan.   I'm  Undersecretary  of 
Transportation.   We  will  be  calling  experts  who  have 
asked  to  testify.   Anyone  who  wishes  to  testify  simply 
has  to  go  up  to  the  desk  and  sign  your  name  and  we  will 
take  people  on  a  first  come,  first  serve  basis.   We  have 
three  people  who  have  asked  to  speak  at  five.   This  is 
a  critical  time  for  the  project.   This  is  the  time  when 
all  public  comments  are  asked  on  the  adequacy  of  the 
draft  document.   By  law  we  must  respond.   We  must  accept 
your  comments,  respond  to  them  in  the  final 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  report,  and  your  comments 
will  be  included  in  the  draft  statement,   for  any  of 
those  who  wish  to  testify,  we  accept  written  comments. 
Comments  should  be  addressed  to  the  Department  of 
Public  Works,  100  Nashua  Street,  Boston.   Now  it  is 
five.   We  have  three  experts  who  have  asked  to  speak  at 
five.   The  first  is  Oscar  DeStefano. 

MS.  DeSTEFANO:   Good  evening.   My  name  is 
Oscar  OeStefano,  and  I  represent  the  local  businesses  in 
the  area,  also  real  estate  in  the  area.   I  am  dependent 
upon  foot  traffic  as  much  as  other  patrons.   No  doubt 
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at  5:30  to  9:30.  It  was  a  Friday  night  and  it  was  a 
feast  night. 

MR.  COOGAN:   Could  I  ask  what  business  it  is? 

MR.  DELUTY*   The  Cafe  Paradiso  on  Hanover 
Street.   And  from  5  to  9:30,  that's  when  other  members 
in  the  area  didn't  do  any  business,  between  5:30  and 
10:30.   There  has  been  provisions  for  loss  of  utilities. 
I'd  like  to  see  them  because  once  is  enough.   I've 
also  had  that  same  experience  at  other  times  and  every 
time  I  lost  business.   There  are  other  critical 
situations  which  at  the  time  they  don't  come  to  mind, 
but  I  wrote  them  down  for  you.   And  I  will  read  them  to 
you.   I'd  like  to  state  that  for  the  betterment  of 
society  I  hope  that  sometime  today  or  for  the  future  it 
puts  a  regression  back  into  time.   This  is  one  time 
when  it  doesn't  regress  the  whole  pattern  and  growth 
in  the  North  End.   Over  the  years  there  was  formed  an 
isolation,  not  in  the  negative  sense.   It  formed  an 
isolation  in  the  positive  sense.   I've  been  in  the 
neighborhood  for  22  years.   I  built  my  business.   And 
there  has  been  a  few  years  that  I  took  over  for  my 
parents.   However,  over  the  next  10  years  if  I  see  a 
downfall  into  it,  I'll  be  40.   I  don't  know  what  I'm 
going  to  do  then.   Thank  you. 
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that  the  basis  for  this  artery  is  the  amount  of  money 
being  supplemented  by  the  Federal  Government.   whatever 
these  amounts  may  be  are  going  to  be  honored  by  the  new 
administration.   If  I  may  reiterate,  the  north  End  no 
longer  will  exist  the  way  in  which  it  does.   we  feel 
that  local  3eparateness  will  no  longer  be  there.   It 
took  years  for  the  people  to  get  used  to  it  and  fall  in 
love  with  it  and  we  created  the  best  place  and  the 
safest  to  live  in.   I  am  personally  speaking  of  the  time 
element  from  10  or  15  years.   There  is  a  substantial 
loss  of  business  and  one  compensation  that  has  been 
made,  that  even  though  I  am  not  at  the  beginning  of  the 
construction  site  —  however,  there  have  been  provisions 
for  the  Quincy  Market  crowd  which  keep  me  going  —  I 'ra 
speaking  about  crossover  ramps.   I  haven't  seen  any. 
That's  what  I  am  bui.lt  on.   I  would  also  like  to  see  a 
substantial  decrease  in  the  noise  level .   The  level 
will  increase  by  up  to  10  decibels.   Hearing  is  a  loss 
forever  in  life.   I  have  residents  to  worry  about  and 
also  a  possible  loss  of  real  estate.   The  North  End  has 
been  in  stages.   How  will  this  affect  citizens?   I 
really  don't  know  at  this  point.   However,  I  have  lost 
substantial  amounts  of  business  --  just  by  the  last 
Friday  that  the  lights  went  out  and  the  lights  were  off 
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MR.  COOGAN:  Thank  you  for  your  testimony. 
We'll  have  responses  to  each  of  your  questions  printed 
within  the  text  of  the  final  statement  and  there  are 
members  of  the  s  taf  f  around  here  who  can  help  you  wi th 
any  specific  questions  you  might  have  if  you  want  to 
ask  them  further. 

This  is  going  into  the  format .   Again ,  your 
timing  was  exactly  perfect.   We  are  asking  everyone  to 
stay  within  eight  minutes.   The  next  person  who  has 
requested  to  speak  is  Mr.  Theodore  Barr. 

MR.  BARR:   My  name  is  Theodore  Barr,  and  I'm 
a  resident  of  the  North  End,  and  I  live  on  Hanover 
Street  currently.   I  represent  seven  local  businesses. 
You  don't  know  the  impact,  I  do.   To  address  just  the 
issue  of  parking,  I  have  been  given  three  sets  of 
answers.   On  parking  the  question  is  —  you  yourself 
say  —  I  quote  from  your  own  document ,  " Ident i  f i cation 
of  appropriate  staging  for  construction."   That's 
1500  pieces  of  driftwood  and  4,000  employees.   One 
person  is  hoping  they  were  going  to  put  them  under  the 
Expressway  and  you  say  there  are  305  second  parking 
spaces  under  the  Expressway.   This  seems  to  contradict 
itself.   The  greater  worry,  though,  is  the  railroad. 
No  plans  seem  to  have  oeen  made  for  reasonable 


compensation.   The  thought  that  someone  would  offer 
$500  helping  a  business  which  is  dependent  upon  its 
economic  neighborhood  is  absurd.   It  cost  S2,QQQ  to 
hire  a  marketing  consultant  in  the  best  of  times, 
and  not  go  over  SIO.OOO  for  real  property  —  what  year 
was  this  study  done  in?   Finally  for  some  reason  the 
North  End  seems  like  a  good  place  to  run  this  past, 
as  does  East  Boston,  as  does  etcetera-.   Several  years 
ago  this  proposal  was  brought  into  us  through  the 
suburbs.   They  didn't  want  it.   Whatever  makes  the 
State  Department  of  Utility  think  that  the  innercity 
wants  it  anymore  than  the  suburbs?   This  ls  absurd. 
Finally,  the  last  five  years  I  have  been  working  m  and 
around  downtown.   And  my  recent  ]ob  was  spending  a  year 
in  Chinatown.   And  a  lot  of  promises  were  made  there  as 
well.   It  is  very  hard  to  find  Boston  Chinatown. 
Compared  to  10  years  ago,  precisely  the  same  promises 
were  made  by  a  different  organization.   That's  all  I 
have  to  say. 

MR.  COOGAHi   Thank  you,  Mr.  Barr.   The  third 
person  who  has  requested  to  speak  is  Elisa  Gomel. 

MS.  GOMEZ:  Yes.  Hello.  I'm  Elisa  Gomez. 
I'm  a  resident  and  a  retailer  in  the  North  End.  I'm 
not  one  of  the  long-time  residents  that's  been  speaking 
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The  next  person  who  has  requested  the 
opportunity  to  give  testimony  is  Bill  Stoffens. 

MR.  STEFFENS:   My  name  is  Bill  Steffens,  and 
I'm  the  transportation  project  manager  at  the  Old 
Colony  Planning  Council  in  Brockton.   And  I'm  here  today 
to  speak  on  behalf  of  the  Old  Colony  Joint  Transportatior 
Committee  which  is  a  Citizens'  Advisory  Committee.   I 
have  a  letter  of  testimony  that  I'd  like  to  read  into 
the  minutes,  and  then  I'll  submit  a  written  testimony. 
It  ls  addressed  to  Robert  McDonagh. 

"Dear  Mr.  McOonagh:   On  behalf  of  the  Old 
Colony  Joint  Transportation  Committee,  I  would  like  to 
offer  the  following  comments  on  the  Third  Harbor 
Tunnel/Cant ral  Artery  Draft  Environmental  Impact 
Statement.   The  region  we  represent  extends  from  the 
Town  of  Plymouth  on  the  east  to  the  Brockton  urbanised 
area  on  the  west;  a  population  of  270,000  persons. 

The  region  has  a  traffic  problem.   Nearly 
one-half  of  the  region's  labor  force  commutes  outside 
of  the  region  each  day  to  work.   The  Central  Artery  is 
the  only  means  for  the  auto-driving  work  force  to  reach 
work  places  in  the  Boston  central  business  district  and 
points  north  of  Boston.   The  current  delays  cost  the 
residents  of  this  region  time  and  money  on  a  daily  basis 


98 


2-24 
I  moved  to  Boston  five  years  ago  £rom  Florida.   I  chose 
the  North  End  because  it  was  safe.   It  was  a  livable 
neighborhood.   Now  it  seems  that  it  is  the  last  one. 
I  don't  see  Beacon  Hill  or  Back  Bay  as  alternatives. 
It  is  the  only  one  that  I  can  afford.   What  would  they 
like  to  see  us  do,  move  to  the  suburbs  so  we  can 
commute  in  along  with  everyone  else?   This  housing 
market  in  Boston  is  impossible  enough  without  moving 
from  the  last  neighborhood.   In  addition,  as  a  retailer, 
I  depend  upon  the  tourist  trade  as  do  so  much  of  us 
around  this  neighborhood.   The  Freedom  Trail  runs  right 
in  front  of  my  store.   It  also  runs  by  the  Old  North 
Church,  Paul  Revere ' s  house,  several  historical  sites. 
What  will  become  of  the  Freedom  Trail?   The  plan  I 
think  is  an  atrocity.   The  only  ones  who  will  gain  from  | 


it,  from  the  plan  are  the  suburban  commuters.   And  it  -- 
again,  it  will  be  at  the  expense  of  those  of  us  wno 
live  and  work  in  the  city. 

MR.  COOGAN:   We're  not  using  this  in  the 
question  and  answer  format  —  but  the  question  of  the 
Freedom  Trail  —  there  is  a  policy  commitment  that  all 
the  ma^or  pedestrian  paths  crossing  the  Artery  today 
will  be  kept  in  operation  and  from  construction.   Most 
certainly  the  Freedom  Trail. 
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This  project  will  relieve  existing  cost  impositions  and 
reduce  future  cost. 

From  an  economic  development  standpoint,  a 
third  narbor  tunnel  is  critical  to  the  region.   In  the 
past  20  years,  areas  to  the  south  of  Boston  have  not 
enjoyed  the  same  levels  of  success  in  attracting  high 
technology  firms  as  have  communities  to  the  north  and 
west  of  Boston.   The  reason  is  clear.   High  tech  firms 
rely  on  air  freight  services  to  ship  the  majority  of 
their  goods.   Airport  access  is  therefore  a  crucial 
determinant  in  locating  new  facilities.   Because  airport 
access  is  poor  from  the  south,  economic  development  has 
been  restrained  throughout  the  region  to  the  south  of 
Boston. 

The  Old  Colony  Joint  Transportation  Committee 
has  endorsed  the  concept  of  a  combined  depressed 
Central  Artery/Third  Harbor  Tunnel  project  since  its 
inception  for  these  reasons.   Further,  the  committee's 
concensus  is  that  to  affectively  address  the  congestion 
,nd  will  worsen  in  the  future. 


seDarated  from 


problems  which  exist  now  a: 

the  depressed  Central  Artery  cannot 

the  Third  Harbor  Tunnel  project.   Both  must  be  completed 

and  in  staging  the  project,  the  Third  Harbor  Tunnel 

section  should  be  built  first.   This  would  immediately 
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begin  to  improve    the   commute    to   and    from    the    Boston   CSD 
and    points    north    and   minimize    congestion    throughout    the 
construction   period. 

Finally,    we    are    confident    that    the 
Massachusetts    Department  of    Public  Works  will 
satisfactorily  mitigate    the    adverse    impacts   of    the 
construction    phase.       In    light    of    this    and    the    above- 
mentioned   benefits,    we   lend  our   full   support  and 
endorsement   to   the   supplemental   draft   E.I.S.    and   the 
alternatives   which    combine    the  depressed   Central   Artery 
and  Third   Harbor  Tunnel   project.      We  urge   the   agencies 
and   personnel    involved   to   expedite   the   project   to   the 
greatest  extent   possible,    not  only  to  meet   federally- 
mandated  deadlines,    but   to  ensure    the  continued 
economic  development  of   the  Old  Colony  Planning  Council 
region  and    the  South  Shore." 

MR.    COOGAN:      Thank  you,    Mr.    Steffens.       The 
next   speaker   is   Mr.    Nicholas   Contos. 

MR.    CONTOS:      My   name    is   Nicholas    Contos,    and 
I've  been  happy  to   be   in  South   Boston   for   30   years. 
I   own  a  business    there   and   I   own  a  piece  of  property 
there.      I'm  against   the  Third  Tunnel    for   the  various 
reasons   that   I'm  going   to   state  here    in   a  minute.      I 
think   the  Third  Tunnel  will  divide   the  City  of   Boston 
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the   rest  of   the   state?     Thank  you. 

MR.    COOGAN:      Thank    you.      Mr.    Contos    also 
runs  one  of   the  best   restaurants    in   Boston.      Anybody 
else?     Would   anybody  else   like    to   speak   at   this  point? 
We're   open  and   going  to   go  and  will    change    format  at 
about   six  o'clock.      We've  got   people   booked  much   of    the 
night,    people  who  have   made   reservations.      Does   anybody 
wish  to  speak   at   this   point?      If   no  one  wishes   to   speak 
at  this   point,    why  don't  we   recess   until    5:30   because 
we'll   expect  more   people    then.      We'll   recess  until 
5:30. 

(Recess  proceedings.] 

Ladies  and  gentlemen,  it  is  now  5:30.   Would 
anyone  like  to  testify?   Please  go  to  sign  up  at  the 
desk.   As  soon  as  anybody  wants  to  put  their  views  on 
record,  we'll  start  hearing  testimony. 

[Recess  proceedings.] 

Ladies  and  gentlemen,  for  those  of  you  who 
are  ]uat  arriving,  we  are  having  a  public  hearing.   We 
have  opened  the  hearing  to  everyone  who  wants  to  speak. 
Anyone  who  wants  to  speak,  please  simply  go  to  the 
sign-up  desk  and  we'll  3tart  up  the  hearing  as  soon  as 
anyone  wants  to  testify.   We'll  recess  until  then. 

(Recess  proceedings. 1 
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with  South  Boston  in  half.   It  :s  going  to  create  an 
iron  curtain.   Right  now  the  City  of  Boston  is 
expanding  and  every  other  city  in  the  United  States 
admires  it.   This  pro]ect  will  depress  Che  Artery  and 
in  building  a  tunnel  will  destroy  all  the  momentum  that 
the  City  of  Boston  has  acquired  in  the  last  few  years. 
They  tell  us  it  is  not  going  to  disturb  business.   I 
believe  when  they  built  the  Turnpike  Extension  and  tne 
Artery  —  I  remember  it  hurt  the  City  of  Boston  quite  a 
bit.   It  hurt  all  the  merchants.   And  I  would  like  to 
see  why  they  are  going  to  tell  us  it  is  not  going  to 
hurt  the  merchants.   It  is  going  to  make  South  Boston 
and  East  Boston  a  parking  lot.   Half  of  East  Boston  is 
a  parking  lot  already.   It  will  create  more  air 
pollution,  create  air  noise  and  create  more  traffic. 
I  think  there  is  another  alternative  to  all  these 
things.   We  have  the  water.   We  have  the  Boston  Harbor. 
Why  don't  you  use  a  ferry  to  go  back  and  forth  to 
Boston  with  no  money,  very  little  money  spent  nere? 
It  won't  create  air  pollution.   It  doesn't  create  noise. 
It  can  bring  the  people  for  the  merchants  and  you  will 
stop  spending  billions  of  dollars  which  will  deprive 
the  rest  of  the  state  of  all  the  spending.   Over  a 
five,  six-mile  area,  I  wonder  what's  going  to  happen  to 
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Again,  if  anyone  wishes  to  testify  and  bring 
testimony  on  the  projects  we're  discussing  today,  this 
is  an  open  session  until  about  six  o'clock.   He  are 
booked  at  about  six  o'clock  for  the  next  few  hours. 
So  come  and  get  it  while  they're  hot.   This  is  your 
chance. 

This  hearing  will  resume  at  six  o'clock  when 
we  have  a  series  of  people  on  schedule.   If  anybody 
would  like  to  give  testimony  at  this  time,  we'd  be 
glad  to  have  it.   City  Councilor  Larry  DiCara  will  be 
here  at  six  o'clock. 

[Recess  proceedings. ] 

MR.  TIERNEY:   It  is  six  o'clock.   May  I  have 
your  attention,  please?  We  will  reopen  this  hearing, 
and  for  the  benefit  of  those  of  you  who  haven't  heard 
me  before,  I'll  repeat  some  information  you  should  know. 
If  you  want  to  testify  and  you  haven't  signed  up  prior 
to  this  hearing,  go  to  the  back  of  the  room.   And  there 
may  be  free  time  in  between  the  scheduled  speakers  if 
you  want  to  testify  and  you  haven't  alreadv  signed  up. 
And  with  that  introduction.  I'd  like  to  call  upon  the 
next  scheduled  speaker.  City  Councilor  DiCara. 

MR.  DICARA:   Thank  you.  Commissioner.   Good 
evening.   I  appreciate  the  opportunity  to  comment  on  an 
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issue  chat  is  crucial  to  the  future  not  only  of  Boston, 
out  also  of  the  New  England  region  as  a  whole. 

The  fate  of  the  Central  Artery  and  the 
question  of  whether  we  build  a  third  harbor  tunnel  have 
been  under  study  for  over  a  decade.   Now  Transportation 
Secretary  Salvucci  has  released  the  Environmental  Impact 
Study  report  on  the  alternatives.   After  reviewing  the 
E.U.j  as  well  as  studies  of  Boston's  economy  prepared 
by  the  Boston  Redevelopment  Authority,  I  want  to  go  on 
record  in  support  of  widening  and  depressing  the  Central 
Artery,  and  constructing  a  third  harbor  tunnel.   I 
believe  a  joint  project  is  the  only  practical  solution, 
and  I  favor  Alternative  5A  modified. 

Before  getting  into  detail  as  to  why  I  favor 
this  particular  alternative,  I  would  like  to  speak  in 
general  about  the  value  of  this  admittedly  awesome 
transportation  project.   3oston  is  now  enjoying  a  boom 
period  —  two  decades  of  growth  and  development 
following  over  30  years  of  depression  from  1929  to  the 
early  1960s.   So  dramatic  has  Boston's  revival  been, 
that  we  now  rank  fourth  —  behind  only  New  fork, 
Chicago  and  San  Francisco  —  in  downtown  market  strength, 
in  retail,  hotel,  and  cultural  facilities,  as  well  as 
in  housing  development  and  employment  concentration. 
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resources.   When  the  Central  Artery  was  built  during  the 
1950s,  Boston  was  immergmg  from  a  depression.   Today, 
an  average  150,000  cars  use  it  each  weekday.   Me  are 
all  familiar  with  the  rush  hour  traffic  jams.   According 
to  the  3.R.A.  ,  Boston  is  projected  to  gain  93,000  jobs 
in  the  next  decade  alone.   By  2010,  the  S.I.S.  foresees 
all-day  traffic  jams  on  the  Artery  if  capacity  isn't 
increased. 

Similar  growth  has  been  experienced  at  Logan 
Airport.   Boston  is  a  major  national  and  international 
air  terminal  served  by  34  airlines.   The  number  of  air 
travel  passengers  arriving  and  departing  from  Logan 
increased  at  an  annual  rate  of  five  percent  between 
1970  and  1980.   The  value  of  air  freight  shipped 
overseas  from  the  3oston  customs  region  grew  by  over 
300  percent  in  the  last  ten  years.   Logan  is  also 
important  to  the  movement  of  the  region's  products 
destined  for  domestic  markets.   According  to  the  S.I.S. , 
an  estimated  51  percent  of  the  value  of  domestic  air 
freight  movements  from  Boston  is  generated  by  two 
industry  groups  —  machinery  and  electric  machinery  and 
equipment  ~  which  requires  same  day  or  next  day  service. 
They  are  clearly  dependent  on  timely  access  to  Logan  and 
since  these  two  industry  groups  now  account  for  one- third 
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3etween  196B  and  1932,  private  development  investment 
was  S6.3  billion,  and  anotner  S3  billion  is  expected 
to  be  completed  by  1986.   Boston  has  gained  a  net  of 
46,000  new  jods  since  1976. 

I  believe  we  are  now  at  a  turning  point  in 
the  City's  history.   We  :an  either  ride  the  coattails 
of  the  economic  growth  we  have  recently  achieved  — 
and  the  projections  for  the  near  term  are  brignt  —  or, 
we  can  make  a  bold  decision  to  plan  for  the  economic 
growth  of  the  City  and  the  New  England  region  into  the   ; 
twenty-first  century.   Oo  we  see  ourselves  as  a  charraingj 
historic,  provincial  city  currently  enjoying  better 
times?   Or,  can  we  accept  Boston  as  one  of  the  most 
dynamic  cities  in  the  nation,  with  interdependent  links  , 
to  the  surrounding  metropolitan  area  and  the  New  England, 
region  beyond? 

To  me,  the  answer  is  obvious.   Given  the 
economic  links  between  Boston  and  the  surrounding  area, 
and  given  the  types  of  industries  that  are  experiencing  j 
growth  —  service  industries  and  high  tech  products  — 
vehicular  access  is  crucial  to  realizing  the  potential   I 
of  the  future. 

Our  recent  surge  of  economic  growth  has  put  -\ 
enormous  pressure  on  our  existing  transportation 
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of  regional  and  statewide  manufacturing  employment,  it 
is  clearly  in  the  City's  interest  that  access  be  timely. 

I  believe  that  these  growth  statistics 
indicate  the  need  for  both  the  Third  Harbor  Tunnel  and 
the  widened,  depressed  Central  Artery,  but  let  me 
briefly  consider  the  alternatives. 

If  we  simply  resurface  the  Central  Artery,  we  I 
will  spend  less  money,  we  will  have  fewer  years  of 
construction,  and  less  disruption  of  the  surrounding 
street  system  to  put  up  with.   However,  the  flow  of 
Expressway  traffic  will  be  impeded  by  closed  lanes  — 
it  is  painful  to  even  imagine  the  nightmare  the  rush 
hour  will  become  —  and  we  will  have  nothing  extra  to 
show  for  our  endurance,  effort  and  the  money  we  have 
spent.   In  addition,  we  will  deny  the  City  the 
opportunity  to  develop  seme  20  acres  of  air  rights  over  j 
the  Central  Arterv.   This  develooment  would  rejoin  the 
City,  providing  a  transition  between  downtown  and  the 
waterfront,  increase  the  tax  base,  and  provide  thousands  i 
of  new  jobs. 

If  we  built  a  third  harbor  tunnel  without 
depressing  and  widening  the  Central  Artery,  we  will 
improve  access  to  Logan,  but  there  will  be  no  relief 
from  north/south  congestion.   -.'hat  good  does  it  do  to 
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Qui  id  a  thi  rd  harbor  tunnel  it  nobody  can  get  to  it 
because  of  bumper -to-oumper  traffic  on  the  Artery? 

We  could  widen  and  depress  the  Central  Artery 
without  building  a  third  harbor  tunnel  to  Logan,  but 
this  would  ignore  our  growing  dependence  on  the  time- 
sensitive  air  freight  shipment  of  high  tech  products 
I  mentioned  earlier.   :f  access  to  the  airport  does  not  ' 
improve,  I  believe  it  will  be  more  difficult  to  attract 
new  companies  to  the  region  and  existing  companies  may 
be  discouraged  from  expanding  here. 

Although  I  thinJc  the  common  good  is  best 
served  by  building  both  a  third  harbor  tunnel  and  the 
depressed  Centray  Artery,  I  am  aware  that  the  project 
will  produce  some  adverse  impacts  in  the  near  term. 
The  5.1.5.  states  that  the  build  alternative  could 
result  in  retail  sales  losses  of  up  to  five  percent  of 
the  area's  total  during  construction,  or  approximately 
S45  million  per  year.   I  see  this  is  a  problem,  but  not 
an  insurmountable  one.   It  is  auto  dependent  sales  to 
Downtown  Crossing  retailers  which  will  be  affected. 
The  completion  of  the  Red  and  Orange  Line  extensions 
should  help  offset  this  loss.   The  strength  of  the 
downtown  retailers  and  the  drawing  power  of  Lafayette 
Place,  which  will  soon  open,  give  me  confidence  that  we 
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20  years  has  been  leveraged  by  billions  of  public 
investment  dollars  --  almost  S2.5  billion  between  1960 
and  the  mid- '70s.   Since  then  there  has  been  a  steep 
decline  in  public  investment  due  to  budget  constraints, 
a  more  costly  bond  market,  and  tax  Limitation 
legislation,  among  other  reasons.   A  recent  background 
study  on  infrastructure  planning  prepared  by  the  Boston 
Redevelopment  Authority  concluded  that  private 
development  investment  would  proceed  only  for  a  short 
period  without  commensurate  public  infrastructure 
back-up.   I  believe  that  if  we  do  not  update  Boston's 
transportation  system,  we  will  jeopardize  the  economic 
growth  of  the  surrounding  New  England  region,  as  well 
as  the  economic  health  of  the  City. 

Securing  the  funds  to  build  the  joint  tunnel 
artery  project  will  require  extraordinary  cooperation 
between  City,  State  and  Federal  officials.   As  a 
candidate  for  mayor  of  Boston,  I  pledge  my  support  for 
the  project,  and  call  on  others  to  do  the  same.   Thank 
you. 

MR.  TIERNEY:  I'm  going  to  call  from  the  list 
of  people  who  are  prescheduled  to  testify  now. 
Josepn  Capolo.  a  North  Ender ,  is  here.   Will  you  give 
your  address? 
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can  solve  temporary  access  problems.   Similarly  access 
to  the  North  End  is  li/.ely  to  be  affected  by  the  loss 
of  parking  under  the  Central  Artery.   However, 
pedestrian  access  will  be  improved  when  the  Central 
Artery  comes  down  and  no  longer  blocks  the  North  End 
from  downtown. 

Of  the  build  alternatives,  I  favor  5A 
modified.   According  to  the  E.I.S.,  it  will  nave  the 
largest  impact  on  the  regional  economy  during 
construction,  generating  S3. 5  billion  of  so-called 
multiplier  effects .   It  creates  the  least  amount  of 
traffic  disruption  to  East  Boston  and  the  North  End  and 
will  provide  the  largest  savings  in   travel  time.   It 
provides  direct  access  to  the  plan  to  seaport 
developments  such  as  Boscon  along  the  Waterfront,  and 
creates  six  acres  of  likely  development  parcels  :n 
South  Boston.   This  alternative  takes  no  homes  or 
businesses  in  East  Boston.   Many  community  leaders 
long  opposed  to  earlier  proposals  for  a  third  harbor 
tunnel  support  it. 

The  construction  cost  of  Alternative  5A 
modified  is  over  S2  billion.   One  way  to  put  it  into 
perspective  is  to  note  that  the  billions  of  private 
development  investment  3oston  has  received  in  the  last 
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MR.  CAPOLA:   172  Endicott  Street  in  Boston. 
I  come  from  the  North  End  and  I  was  around  when  they 
prepared  the  Central  Artery  the  way  it  is  today.   The 
first  time  tney  told  us  they  were  going  to  make  it  along 
Atlantic  Avenue  and  out  of  town,  but  they  changed  it  to 
cut  right  across  the  North  £nd.   They  cut  the  North  End 
in  half.   Now,  in  a  way  I'm  glad  they  did  it  because 
they  would  have  destroyed  the  Waterfront.   Now  this  idea  i 
of  depressing  it  sounds  very  good  and  I  heard  a  lot  of 
the  pros  and  cons  and  mostly  the  pros  that  I  was  in 
favor  of.   That  sheet  of  paper  telling  how  they  are 
going  to  make  sure  we  don't  lose  our  parking,  not  going 
to  lose  our  access  in  and  out  of  the  North  End,  not 
going  to  disturb  our  businesses  —  I  believe  that  they 
should  get  at  least  the  money  to  make  the  proposition 
proposed  to  other  people  and  show  what  they  are  going 
to  show  for  the  good  or  bad ,  give  the  people  a  chance 
to  find  out.  '  And  I'm  in  favor  of  appropriating  the 
money  for  that. 

MR.  TIERNEY:   Thank  you.   The  next  speaker 
on  the  prescheduled  list  is  Rose  Giamoollo. 

MS.  GIAMBOLLO:   My  name  is  Rose  Giambollo. 
I  was  born  in  the  North  End  of  Boston,  graduated  from 
St.  Anthonv's  Grammar  School,  also  Charlestown  High 
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.School.   I  lived  in  the  North  End  all  of  my  life,  have 
never  left  it.   I  love  Boston  even  though  we  have  high 
taxes.   I  find  Boston  to  be  a  very  interesting  city 
with  very  fine  colleges  and  the  best  of  hospitals.   I 
oelieve  it  was  in  the  year  of  1950  when  the  Central 
Artery  was  first  built.   The  people  of  the  North  End 
were  very  disappointed.   It  divided  the  North  End  from 
the  downtown  area.   We  felt  isolated.   The  North  End 
has  began  to  call  the  Central  Artery  the  Wall  of  China. 
we  all  felt  we  were  being  pushed  aside  and  forgotten. 
But,  of  course,  the  Artery  did  help  to  solve  some  of 
the  traffic  problems  at  the  time.   Because  of  the  large 
number  of  cars  and  trucks  using  this  Artery,  this  has 
now  outlived  its  usefulness.   It  is  not  large  enough 
to  handle  the  problems  of  the  traffic  we  have  today. 
Many  people  in  this  neighborhood  like  myself  feel  a 
deep  need  to  depress  the  Central  Artery  and  build  a 
four-way  lane  with  a  breakdown  lane  running  two  ways 
to  relieve  the  traffic  congestion  we  now  have.   Workers 
coming  into  Boston  will  make  better  time  going  to  their 
place  of  business  and  better  tune  going  to  their  homes 
in  the  evening  plus  alleviating  many  accidents .   We  all 
have  so  much  to  gain  by  depressing  the  Central  Artery. 
We  also  need  a  third  tunnel  so  that  traffic  to  the 
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Lincoln  wharf  power  station  which  is  located  on  the 
Boston  waterfront  which  is  being  converted  into  192 
units  for  the  North  End  families.   And  the  other  is  a 
building  at  247  Congress  Street  which  is  100,000  square 
feet  in  the  Fort  Point  Channel.   As  I  stated  before, 
I  was  born  at  27  Clark  Street,  and  I  was  named  for  my 
mother's  brother  whose  name  was  Michael  DiCaldo.   His 
parents  came  over  from  Naples  and  over  to  12  North 
Square  where  they  had  ten  children.   The  reason  I  say 
that  is  I'd  like  to  refer  to  Michael  latex  on  in  my 
discussion.   There  are  many  obvious  reasons  which  have 
been  articulated  today  and  have  been  discussed  over  the 
past  year  or  two  or  three  on  the  depression  alternative 
and  the  reconstruction  of  the  existing  Artery.   I  have  a 
unique  perspective  as  one  who  was  born  in  the  community 
and  lived  with  the  Central  Artery  for  as  many  years. 
Secondly,  as  someone  who  worked  in  a  public  agency  that 
administer  the  tunnel  and  try  to  alleviate  soma  of  these 
adverse  impacts  on  the  community  and  presently  as  a 
real  estate  developer  trying  to  develop  around  the 
community.   I  think  most  of  us  who  understand  the  North 
End  realize  that  the  Artery  was  an  environmental  tragedy 
that  imposed  very  serious  social  and  cultural 
constraints  to  all  of  us  growing  up  for  our  adolescent 
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airport  will  be  direct.   This  will  also  alleviate 
congestion  and  accidents  in  East  Boston.   I  and  ether 
residents  of  the  North  End  have  faith  in  Secretary 
Salvucci,  Secretary  of  Transportation ,  to  be  the  man 
who  can  do  the  ]OD  and  do  it  well.   It  will  be  in 
capable  riands .   People  who  have  known  "red  Salvucci  have 
great  respect  and  faith  in  him.   He  is  a  kind  of  a  man 
who  will  dc  the  job  and  do  it  well.   I  do  hope  you  will 
give  it  your  deepest  consideration  and  approval  for 
depressing  the  Central  Artery  plus  a  third  tunnel.   I 
thank  you  for  giving  me  your  full  time  and  attention  and 
hope  for  your  final  approval.   That  is  all. 

MR.  TIERNEY:   Thank  you  for  your  testimony. 

MS.  GIAMBOLLO:   You  are  welcome. 

MR.  TIERNEY:   The  next  scheduled  speaker  is 
Michael  DePisi. 

MR.  DePISI:   Thank  you,  Ccmmissioner  Tierney. 
My  name  is  Michael  DePisi,  and  I  was  born  at  27  Clark 
Street  in  the  North  End  and  was  a  North  End  resident 
for  28  years  of  my  life.   I  now  live  m  Wakefield, 
Massachusetts.   I  am  presently  a  real  estate  developer 
and  planner  and  I'm  developing  two  parcels  of  property 
which  are  directly  and  indirectly  affected  by  what 
happens  with  the  Artery  alternative.   One  building  is  a 
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and  teenage  years.   There  are  many,  many  reasons,  be 
they  environmental  or  social  or  cultural  to  talk  about 
studying  the  various  engineering  techniques  in  order  to 
tatte  this  structure  and  place  it  underground.   3ut  most 
of  us  who  have  come  to  understand  the  North  End  realize 
that  the  business  community  is  as  viable  to  the  North 
End  as  the  residential  side.   I  understand  today  there 
were  business  interests  in  here  discussing  the  fact 
that  they  would  like  the  Artery  to  stay  as  it  is,  a 
wonderful  neighborhood  and  a  wonderful  abutter  to  them. 
The  fact  of  the  matter  is  when  I  was  growing  up,  and  of 
course  pushcarts,  peddlars  was  an  integral  part  of  the 
North  End.   When  they  left  their  revenues  and  garbage 
along  Stone  Street,  on  Saturday  mornings  and  Saturday 
evenings,  and  the  rodents  and  verain   came  to  frolic 
in  it,  nobody  complained  in  the  North  End  because  we 
understood  it  was  a  viable  part  of  the  community,   when 
Friday  evening  and  Saturday  mornings  came  and  parking 
spaces  in  every  lot  and  in  every  street  was  filled  with 
outside  residents  coming  in  to  buy  from  pushcarts, 
nobody  complained  because  they  understood  it  was  a 
viable  part  of  our  community.   The  business  interests 
haven't  the  relationship  I  have  with  Secretary  Salvucci 
and  both  my  affection  and  my  respect.   I  know  that  he 
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has  taken  the  :ima  to  consider  all  of  these  issues  and 
will  cake  the  appropriate  measures  during  a  study 
process  with  people  in  competence  willing  to  address 
each  one  of  these  issues  at  which  point  the  business 
community  would  then  be  able  to  understand  vhat  impact 
the  commanity  presently  lives  with  on  a  24-hour  basis 
and  what  the  impact  will  be  on  a  depression  alternative. 
The  fact  that  we  have  an  opportunity  to  come  down  into 
this  community  and  study  this  viaduct  and  be  able  to 
have  again  the  opportunity  to  create  10,  15,  20  or  30 
acres  of  developable  or  open  space  above  it  is  a 
planner  or  developer's  dream.   Having  worked  with  the 
Turnpike  Authorities  and  seen  the  air  quality  count  and 
seen  and  lived  with  the  noise  generated  by  the 
ventilation  buildings,  both  on  Clark  Street  and  North 
Street,  I  can  tell  you  that  it  would  be  a  blessing  if 
we  could  reduce  traffic  in  both  the  Central  Tunnel  and 
Callahan  Tunnel  which  would  further  reduce  noise  and 
air  pollution.   I'm  sorry  to  say  that  there  are  many 
young  people  who  live  in  the  community  still  who  I  have 
spoken  with  who  are  very  supportive  of  doing  something 
constructive  with  the  Artery  such  as  placing  it  on  the 
ground,  but  just  won't  take  the  time  to  hear  and  talk 
with  us  because  they  don't  feel  the  government  is 
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and  see  my  Uncle  Michael  who  I  was  named  after  and  tell 
him  about  the  fact  that  we  came  here  this  evening  to 
tell  you  that  we're  very  much  interested  in  support  of 
you  taking  this  structure  and  placing  it  underground. 
But  I  can't.   And  the  reason  is  when  Michael  was  seven 
years  old,  he  took  his  bicycle  and  went  down  to  the 
mouth  of  the  tunnel.   At  four  o'clock  in  the  afternoon 
a  car  sped  out  of  the  tunnel  doing  90  miles  per  hour  and 
hit  Michael  DiCaldo.   His  body  was  broken  in  72  places. 
Parts  of  his  bicycle  were  not  found  for  five  or  six 
weeks.   So  if  I  can't  think  of  any  other  important 
reason  as  to  why  we  should  take  the  tunnel  connectors 
and  place  them  on  the  ground  and  take  the  fact  that  the 
pedestrians  have  to  cross  the  street,  if  that  is  the 
only  reason  that  is  to  save  another  life,  then  let  that 
be  the  only  reason  and  take  this  abominable  structure 
and  place  it  where  it  belongs.   Thank  you  very  much. 

MR.  TIERNEY:   Thank  you.   My  next  scheduled 
speaker  will  be  Robert  Venuti. 


[Whereupon,  proceedings  were 
suspended  temporarily  at 
6:40  p.m.] 
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sensitive.   I've  helped  the  Secretary  witn  over  30 
meetings  in  homes  and  businesses  in  the  N'orth  End  in 
;ust  the  past  two  or  three  weeks  to  give  a  oersonal 
presentation  to  each  of  these  constituencies  to  bring 
the  North  End  into  block-by-biocK  basic  understanding 
that  as  we  traverse  the  arteries,  the  impact  on  a 
present  basis  and  alternative  are  totally  different. 
I    think  it  is  incumbent  upon  the  State  and  Federal 
government  to  appropriate  money  where  necessary  in 
order  to  conduct  its  studies  which  again  I  know  have 
been  hashed  and  rehashed  in  both  editorial  paoes  in  the 
Globe  and  Herald  in  the  past  six  months .  1 t  is  a  sad , 
sad  story  when  a  community  such  as  the  North  End  does 
not  come  out  here  in  full  force  to  tell  you  about  the 
cares  and  concerns  when  in  fact  those  editorial  writers 
who  may  be  positive  or  negative  are  in  fact  determining 
the  North  End  community.   I  think  that  the  incentive  is 
there  by  the  State  government  at  this  time  and  tnose 
commitments  have  been  made  by  the  State  government  at 
this  time  to  evaluate  the  best  way  to  approach  the 
engineering  of  this  unbelievable  project,  and  allocated 
from  a  developmental  perspective  and  one  of  social. 
perspective.  I    really  would  love  to  take  the  opportunity 
to  walk  out  of  here  today  and  go  down  to  the  North  End 
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MR.  LOWE:   My  name  is  Robert  Lowe  and  I 
live  at  100  Commercial  Street  in  Boston.   I  think  most  of  the 
questions  addressed  to  you  about  placing  a  residence  and 
everything  else  I'm  not  quite  sure  what  the  study  will  find 
but  I'm  all  in  favor  of  it  as  lonq  as  we  don't  have  any  big 
ma)or  imoact  in  the  North  End.   I  think  the  State  made  a 
mistake  25  years  ago  by  separating  everybody.   The  biggest 
fear  I  think  for  the  waterfront  people  would  be  once  you 
comDress  the  artery  what  happens  to  the  tides?   We  do  have  a 
water  problem  that  once  you  start  digging,  I'm  not  sure  what 
ramifications  are  being  done  by  the  waterfront  area  itself  so 
I  would  like  to.  you  know,  just,  whatever  committee  is  in 
charge  of  this  to  really  do  a  detailed  study  on  that  possi- 
bility.  There  are  a  lot  of  homes  and  aoartments  there.   That 
is  all  I  have  to  say  on  that. 

THE  COMMISSIONER:   Thank  you  very  much. 
For  those  of  you  who  have  not  been  here  since  our  opening 
remarks  since  eleven  o'clock,  we  are  taking  testimony  and  we 
must  respond  to  that  testimony  and  file  our  impact  statement 
which  is  due  to  be  delivered  to  the  federal  officials  by  the 
end  of  September  so  any  questions  raised  here  are  going  or  any 
questions  raised  in  view  of  testimony,  we  must  respond  to  that 
All  right.   Next  sneaker  to  speak  on  the  schedule  is  Joseph 
Tassiarni.   Is  there  anybody  that  has  not  signed  up  previous 
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■ 
and  inaccurate  statements.   I  will  not  take  the  narrow  and 

parochial  path  and  speak  only  of  how  much  the  North  End  will 

suffer  and  your  engineers  say  we  will  get  the  worst  of  it.  All 

of  us  in  East  Boston,  Charlestown,  the  South  End,  South  Boston 

and  the  North  End  are  going  to  be  hurt  badly  by  a  two  billion 

dollar  olan  to  bring  more  cars  into  the  City  and  speed  them  on 

their  way  out  of  the  City  via  the  airport.   Since  we  are  also 

the  tax  payers  who  pay  that  two  million  dollars,  it  would 

seem  that  we  are* paying  twice.   The  residents  need  the 

merchants  and  the  merchants  need  us.   Although  you  say  there 

will  be  very  limited  land  takings,  there  are  job  losses  all 

along  the  route.   There  must  be  legal  and  written  guarantees. 

We  demand  this.   Goodwill  and  good  intention*  prevail  now,  but 

the  Secretary  cannot  be  everywhere.   There  will  be  deadlines 

to  meet  and  powerful  lobbies  and  unions  to  appease.   Water 

backing  up  into  my  cellar,  power  failures,  suffering 

merchants  who  must  increase  their  prices  to  survive  or  move 

somewhere  else,  noise,  dirt,  rodents,  rerouted  transportation 

are  some  of  the  conditions  which  will  turn  a  viable  community 

into  a  wasteland.   Undoubtedly  the  residents  will  be  looked 

upon  as  expendable,  but  what  about  the  thousands  of  people  who 

come  into  the  area  ta  earn  their  living,  attend  our  five 

educational  institutions,  partake  of  recreational  facilities 

et  cetera.   This  is  an  enormous  undertaking,  but  we  cannot 
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who  wants  to  soeak  now  are  welcome  to  sign  up  now.   The  only 
thing  we  ask  is  that  you  look  at  the  10  minute  rotation 
schedule  of  speakers .   If  there  is  nobody  that  wants  to  3pea* 
we  will,  we  have  scheduled  soea*ers .   :s  there  anybody  that 
wants  to  speak?   Do  we  have  a  scheduled  soeaker? 

EMILY  PUGLIANO:   My  name  is  Emily  Pugliano.. 
I  am  the  oresident  of  the  North  End  'leiahborhood  Task  force. 
I  am  a  member  of  the  City  of  Boston  Environmental  Commission 
and  I  am  a  life-long  resident  and  property  owner  of  the  North 
End  with  no  intentions  or  plans  to  move. 

I  wish  to  thank  Secretary  Salvucct   for  thei 
opportunity  to  speak  and  to  congratulate  him  on  the  sincere 
efforts  to  listen  to,  and  inform,  as  many  people  as  possible 
in  such  a  short  space  of  time.   I  will  not  dwell  on  oast 
errors  and  injustices  peroetuated  against  at  least  three  com- 
munities and  the  City,  as  a  whole,  when  the  inadequate  and 
ugly  Central  Artery  was  built.   We  can  only  go  forward  and 
Dlan  for  the  future  and  this  I  am  told  is  what  this  is  all 
about.   However,  we  are  told  the  pot  of  gold  at  the  end  of 
the  rainbow  will  be  13  years  away.   The  question  then  arises 
on  how  do  we  get  through  these  13  years  without  serious  health), 
safety  and  financial  losses.   I  cannot  give  an  unequivocal 
endorsement  to  the  Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement  which 
is  supposed  to  be  Step  No.  1.   There  are  too  many  unresolved 
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lose  sight  of  the  fact  that  life  must  yo  on  dav  in  and  day  out. 

! 

The  Artery  is  your  first  anority,  but  not  ours.   Our  utmost 

oriority  is  survival  as  a  community.   So,  again  I  say,  we 
demand  legal  and  written  guarantees  in  all  those  areas  in  whichi 
survival  is  imoacted  whether  it  is  jobs,  equitable  relocation 
costs ,  parking  and  traffic  regulations  in  our  favor  as  ooposed 
to  the  construction  workers,  tax  and  insurance  adjustments,  et  i 
cetera.   We  have  problems  in  the  North  End  and  it  is  dam  hard 
getting  the  City  or  the  State  to  listen.   This  project  will 
only  exacerbate  them.   It  has  been  said  that  there  was  a  whole 
class  of  Harvard  that  never  knew  what  Harvard  Square  looked 
like  because  they  were  building  a  subway.   That  meant  four 
years.   Well,  our  kids  have  13  years  of  misery  to  look  forward 
to.   Sy  that  time  some  of  us  in  this  room  will  be  upstairs  or 
downstairs  with  the  angels  or  with  the  devil,  having  been 
transported  there  without  the  benefit  of  either  a  depressed  or 
elevated  Central  Artery,  but  I  happen  to  care  about  what 
happens  to  the  next  generation  not  only  in  the  North  End  but 
about  this  whole  City.   We  are  a  Livable,  workable  City  and 
lately  I  don't  like  what  we  are  becoming.   We  don't  have  to 
become  a  highly  polluted  facsimile  of  L.A.  with  its  freeways 
or  have  a  skyline  like  New  York  when  we  have  the  beauty  and 
dignity  of  the  Charles  River  and  our  Harbor. 

You  tell  us  that  land  will  free  up  when  the 


Artery  is  depressed.   Just  remember,  that  is  our  land.   One 
of  our  boundaries  used  to  be  Scollay  Square.   North  Street, 
Hanover  Street.  Salem  Street.  Endicott  Street,  TraverseStreet 
are  in  the  North  End  now,  used  to  be  extended,  and  we  now 
reclaim  them.   The  project  is  just  beginning  and  the  thinking 
aeoole  of  my  neighborhood  are  full  of  ideas  and  we  put  you  on 
warning  that  we  will  not  be  stifled  as  we  were  in  1950.   Both 
you  and  as  are  a  lot  wiser  and  smarter.   Thank  you. 

THE  COMMISSIONER:   John  Cammaratta  or  Jeff 
Mo  rgan . 

JEFF  MORGAN:   My  name  is  Jeff  Morgan. 
Sierra  Club,  3  Joy  Street,  Boston.   The  Greater  Boston  Group 
of  the  Sierra  Club  welcomes  this  opportunity  to  comment  on  the 
Draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement  and  Supplement  to  that 
Statement  (DEIR/DEIS1  on  the  Third  Harbor  Tunnel,  and  Inter- 
state 90/Central  Artery,  Interstate  93.   It  is  indeed  a 
formidable  document  covering  the  largest  highway  project  ever 
prooosed  in  the  Commonwealth.   The  Sierra  Club  hopes  that  the 
olanners  and  engineers  in  the  Massachusetts  Department  of 
Public  works  will  consider  carefully  all  comments  and  criti- 
cisms of  a  project  that  has  the  potential  for  affecting 

millions  of  peoole  daily. 

Historically,  the  Sierra  Club  has  supportec 
the  depression  of  the  Central  Artery  with  strong  reservations 
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discussion  by  citizens,  and  then  land  use  planning  of  the 
entire  corridor,  and  only  then  a  determination  of  the  con- 
figurations and  uses  for  the  oarcels  and  roadways.   Perhaps  it 
would  be  best  if  it  was  impossible  to  go  between  the  Artery 
ramps,  on  the  surface,  so  traffic  will  not  be  tempted  to  use 
the  surface  to  pick-and-choose  its  entry  onto  the  Artery. 
This  planning  and  design  asoect  to  the  project  must  be  done 
simultaneously  with  the  continued  planning  of  the  deDression 
project.   This  is  especially  true  since  additional  footings 
for  higher  buildings  over  the  depressed  Artery  must  bo  con- 
structed as  the  tunnel  is  being  built. 

Mo  mention  is  made  of  when  decisions  an  the 
new  surface  structures  will  be  made,   who  will  be  paying  for 
the  new  foundations?   The  Federal  Government?   The  Common- 
wealth?  The  anticipated  developers?   How  tall  will  the  new 
buildings  be  and  how  many  of  them  will  be  built?   These 
questions  should  be  addressed  now  so  citizens  will  have  an 
oooortunity  to  picture  the  final  oroduct  of  a  depressed 
Artery. 

Insufficient  study  has  been  given  to  the 
recreational  and  open  space  needs  of  the  communities  affected. 
What  parks  are  now  available  and  how  can  this  project  fill  the} 
pages?   It  is  not  sufficient  to  add  a  little  landscaped  open 
soace  where  convenient.   Parks  are  a  real  urban  environmental 
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concerning  the  overall  planning  objective  and  tne  surface 
developments  in  particular.   And  the  Sierra  Club  r.as  traditior 
ally  oDDOsed  a  third  harbor  tunnel  because  we  felt  that  no 
overriding  reasons  to  build  had  been  forwarded  and  r.o  rone  r  en 
ilan  for  Logan  Airport  development  had  acourred.   Our  senti- 
ments have  not  been  changed  by  the  OEIR/DEIS.   Some  of  our 
reasons  follow. 

Overall,  the  Draft  Environmental  Impact 
aeport  (DEIR/DEIS)  indicates  a  number  of  sositive.  benefits 
for  the  City.   From  the  Sierra  Club  perspective,  the  most 
important  opportunity  is  to  repair  the  negative  impacts  that 
have  resulted  from  building  the  Central  Artery  through  the 
City's  neighborhoods  in  the  1950's.   Done  correctly,  a 
deoressed  Central  Artery  can  be  used  to  visually  and  physical; 
unite  the  City.   Without  the  elevated  highway,  noise  can  be 
reduced  and  air  oollution  channelled. 

where  are  the  transoortation/iand  use 
olanning  objectives  of  the  State  Planning  Office  of  the  first 
Dukakis  administration? 

Surface  Developments;   There  is  concern 
that  the  reconstructed  surface  area  will  continue  to  be 
designed  based  on  a  street,  the  new  Surface  Artery.   The 
Darcels  deoicted  in  Figure  101  indicate  this.   Why  must  iheref 
be  a  continuous  new  surface  roadway?   There  must  be  much  more ■ 


need  that  must  b«  met.   There  is  no  reason  to  aeoress  the 
Central  Artery  if  the  end  result  will  be  surface  conditions 
that  still  divide  the  City,  hinder  pedestrian  traffic,  and  add. 
no  recreational  areas. 

water  Quality:   The  Artery  project  conflict 
geogranhically  with  two  oroposals  that  are  essential  and  would 
drastically  upgrade  tne  water  quality  in  3oston  Haroor  and  on 
3oston  beaches.   These  two  orojects  are:   the  M.D.C.  Combined. 
Sewer  Overflow  Facility  planned  for  the  head  of  the  Fort  Point 
Channel  and  the  west  Side  Interceptor  at  Atlantic  Avenue. 
These  projects  should  be  completed  as  a  prerequisite  to  this 
project.   The  raw  sewerage  from  all  downtown  is  presently 
running  into  the  harbor  and  this  project  will  obstruct  its 
correction  at  a  later  date. 

Tunnel  Alternatives:   Traditionally,  the 
Sierra  Club  has  opposed  a  Third  Harbor  Tunnel.   Our  primary 
reasons  stem  from  the  failure  to  consider  the  impact  of  an 
ever-expanding  Logan  Airport,   while  we  recognise  the  potentia 
benefits  of  diverting  airport  traffic  off  of  the  Central 
Artery,  we  fail  to  see  how  this  traffic  can  oe  controlled  one* 
it  arrives  at  an  airport  with  limited  parking.   If  the  5 resell 
exoandmg  commercial  traffic  is  considered,  it  apceara  that 
a  Third  Harbor  Tunnel  will  only  serve  to  increase  traffic  and 
lead  to  increased  air  and  noise  oollution. 
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Why    is    the    use   of   our    regional    airports, 
like   Worcester   or    Bedford,    not   considered    for   diverting    some 
of    the    commercial    traffic    going    to    Logan?      The   ever-expanding 
use   of    Loaan   Airoort    must   be    curtailed    to   prevent    future 
traffic    tie-ups.    and    increased    air   and   noise    pollution.      There 
is    an   overwhelming    need    to    set    uo    a    regional    (Massachusetts 
or   New   England)    air   and    surface    transport    board    to    coordinate 
the   use  of  our  airports   and  major   surface   arteries.      Such  a 
board  could  ensure   that  New  England  businesses  had  a   reliable 
and  close-to-home  way   to   get   their  products  distributed  through^ 
out  New  England   and  the  world.      Such  a  board  could  also  en- 
courage  redistribution  of  passenger  traffic   throughout   the 
region.      Citizen  participation   is  a  must  on  such  a  board. 

Public  Transit:      The  planning  of   the 
Combined   Exoressway-Tunnel   Project   is    fatally   flawed  by  the 
total   absence  of  any  analysis  of  possible  new  public   trans- 
portation access   to   Logan  Airport,    nor  or  any  possible   creative 
□ublic   transportation   use  of   the  expanded  capacity  of   the 
proposed  depressed  Central  Artery.      It   is   the  position  of   the 
Sierra  Club  that  unless   and  until   such  planning  is    included, 
we   are  opposed   to  a  Third  Harbor  Tunnel. 

The   project  before   us  proposes   a   sub- 
stantial   increase   in   capacity  of   the  Central  Artery   and  a 
doubling  of   the  cross-harbor  capacity   to   East  Boston  and 
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It   is   imperative  with  a   project  of    this 
size   that  public  participation  continue   to   be  a   major  force 
for  change.      The  Sierra   Club   is  encouraged  by   Secretary 
Salvucci's   efforts   so   far  in  working  with  citizen  groups.      We 
look    forward   to   continuing  our  dialogue  as   the  planning    for 
the  Central   Artery   and  Third  Harbor  Tunnel  moves  on   in   any 
format.      Thank  you   for   this  opportunity   to  comment. 

Submitted  by  Jerry   Ivers,    Elizabeth  Johnson 
William  Lamb,    Jojjn   Lewis,    Louise  Lewis,    Ernest  Lowenstein, 
Jeffrey   Morgan,    and  Nancy  Seidman   for   the  Greater  Boston 
Group  of  the  Sierra  Club. 

GINA   30LAND:       I    live   at    172   Endicott   Street 
North  End,    Boston-      I   am  23   years  old,    a   life-long   resident 
of   the  North  End.      what  moved  ma   to  come   up  here   and  speak  was 
that   no  young  people   are  coming  out  and  the  only   reason   I'm 
here   is   that  my   father   spoke  earlier.      I  would  like  to   say   I'm 
for  the  project  all   the  way.      I  would  say  after   looking  at  the 
maps   I    think  we   have   to   go    forward  and   I   have  been   driving   for 
five  years   now  and  I   know  when   I   can  move  my  ear  and  when   I 
cannot  move   my  car  and   that   there   are  a    lot  of   things,    some- 
times  you  cannot   move  your  car  because  of    traffic  and  the 

Expressway  is  juat  a  messy  sight.  I  would  like  to  see  it 
developed  and  I  would  also  like  to  say  I  go  along  with  the 
woman  from  the  North  End  who  spoke  about  getting  everything 
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Logan  Airoort.   It  is  the  Sierra  Club's  oosition  chat  sowe  of   ] 
this  increased  caoacity  must  be  devoted  to  improved  public 
transportation. 

Conclusion:   Those  responsible  at  the 
Department  of  Public  Works  must  broaden  their  policy  objectives 
to  generally  integrate  other  design  disciplines,  and  not  merely 
pay  them  lip  service.   The  necessary  balance  requires  that 
adequate  budgets  far  urban  design,  landscaning.  Joint  develop- 
ment, and  participation  by  city  planning  and  urban  design 
departments  be  built  into  these  projects  at  the  earliest 
stages.   Otherwise  we  shall  be  doomed  to  mediocre  plans  inspite 
of  the  billions  to  be  spent. 

To  maintain  minimum  standards  for  the  pro-  i 
posed  projects  provision  must  be  made  for: 

1.  urban  design  control  of  the  highway  engineering 
proposals; 

2.  design  control  of  the  streetscapes  and  open  spaces 

3.  design  control  of  joint  develooraent. 

This  can  be  accomplished  by  including 
professionals  from  outside  of  the  Department  of  Public  Works 
In  addition,  citizens  should  continue  to  be  a  part  of  all 
planning  stages  and  be  able  to  choose  professionals  to  help 
them  in  their  reviews.   Of  course,  budgets  must  be  included 
for  these  groups. 
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written  down  and  guarantees  that  we  will  get  land  back  after 
the  12  years.   I  will  be  34  years  old  when  it  is  done  and 
probably  have  small  children  and  I  would  Like  to  bring  them 
out  there  and  have  them  make  the  guarantees  chat  the  business 
will  not  suffer  too  much  and  we  will  get  the  parking  facilities! 
That  is  just  my  comments  and  I  thank  you. 

THE  COMMISSIONER:   Is  John  Cammaratta  here? 
Our  next  scheduled  speaker  is  Elaine  Wilson. 

ELAINE  WILSON:   I  am  a  life-long  resident 
of  the  North  End  and  I  am  not  going  to  tell  you  how  old  I  am. 
I  enjoy  living  in  the  North  End  and  I  want  to  stay  here,   we 
also  own  a  property  that  we  live  on,  14th  Street  which  is 
quite  near  the  Expressway. 

THE  COMMISSIONER:   Excuse  me.   The 
acoustics  are  terrible.   I  think  if  you  spoke  as  close  to  the 
mike  aa  possible  it  might  help. 

MS.  WILSON:   I  am  also  director  of  the 
North  End  Community  Health  Canter  and  I  am  also  director  of  a 
nursing  home.   I  am  greatly  concerned  about  the  problem,  the 
one  that  we  have  facing  us  right  now  and  the  impact  and 
decision  may  be  on  our  community  and  residents  and  our  property 
I  have  been  to  many  information  meetings  and  heard  so  far  that 
I'm  hard  pressed  to  understand  how  anyone  could  make  with  any 
intelligent  decision  as  to  whether  or  not  we  should  support 


the  depression  of  the  Artery.   Therefore,  we  should  come 
forward  and  oress  the  government  to  really  study  this  problem 
and  further,  any  imoact  analysis  and  problems  that  have  been 
raised  bv  many  people  such  as  noise,  pollution  during  con- 
struction and  water  tables  which  we  will  suffer  from  this,  we 
have    to  maintain  our  buildings  after  they  settle,  after  con- 
struction and  the  closeness  of  the  walls  that  are  going  to  be 
suooorting  the  Artery.   I  think  questions  really  need  to  be 
studied  further  before  any  decision  is  made  and  I'm  sure  we 
will,  with  the  towns  and  expertise  of  oeople  that  live  in 
communities,  they  together  will  be  able  to  make  this  decision 
and  it  will  be  a  good  one  and  I  also  would  like  to  go  on 
record  by  saying  that  I  really  love  being  in  Boston  and  people 
who  live  here  pay  heavy  and  dearly  for  the  privilege  of 
living  in  Boston. 

I  think  it  is  somewhat  unfair  because 
regardless  of  whatever  happens  to  the  Artery  the  people  who 
tend  to  benefit  from  it  the  most  are  the  people  who  live  in 
surburbia  and  yet  the  Bostoniana  pay  such  an  unproportionate 
share  for  car  insurance. 

For  example,  because  of  traffic  and  the 
things  that  happen  in  Boston  I  don't  know  quite  how  the 
Commissioner  determines  who  gets  what  rate  but  Bostonians  pay 
51,200  and  suburbia  will  pay  S300.   I  would  like  to  see  that 
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The  depression  of  the  Artery  will  bring  that  building  closer 
to  the  sea  and  bring  it  closer  to  the  substantial  development 
which  is  taking  place  across  the  other  side  of  the  Artery,  the 
Aquarium,  the  new  hotel  and  the  other  building  on  that  side 
and  will  reunite  that  building  with  its  historic  heritage  and 
for  that  reason  I  think  it  is  a  very  great  idea  to  want  to 
deDress  that  Artery  and  get  rid  of  the  block  that  which  is 
there  and  has  been  there  for  20  years  and  only  wish  you  de- 
press the  Artery  and  restore  old  buildings  which  wai  once 
there  and  which  was  longer  and  more  beautiful  and  represented 
a  very  good  part  of  the  history  of  this  City. 

I  think  that  is  a  very  excellent  project 
and  I  support  it. 

THE  COMMISSIONER:   Than*  you.   How,  the 
next  scheduled  speaker  is  John  Cogligliano. 

JOHN  COGLXGLXANO :   Mr.  Tiarney,  X  appre- 
ciate the  opportunity  to  b*  at  this  public  hearing  today  to 
oresent  the  personal  views  of  the  Safety  Traffic  Department 
on  the  depressed  Central  Artery  of  Boaton  and  for  the  pro- 
oosed  construction  of  the  Harbor,  Third  Harbor  Tunnel.   Firat  I 
of  all,  I  want  to  commend  the  federal  and  state  agencies  that  I 
have  been  involved  in  setting  up  this  procesa  which  in  the 
13  years  that  I  have  been  involved  in  tha  public  sector  on  a 
number  of  issues  many  of  which  have  been  in  the  transportation 


110 


3-16 

while  the  investigations  are  beina  done  as  to  what  to  do  with 
the  Artery  that  this  consideration  be  made  to  remedy  the 
situation  which  now  exists  which  are  thoroughly  unfair  to  js . 
Thank  you. 

THE  COMMISSIONER:   Thank  you.   I'd  li<e  to 
comment  on  the  issues  by  some  of  the  last  few  speakers.   This 
is  the  first  step  and  indeed  it  is  the  first  step  toward  what 
will  eventually  or  what  may  eventually  be  deciding  process 
during  the  design  process.   we  will  be  working  with  the  North 
End  community  and  the  fact  that  they  are  affected  by  what  we 
proDOse  to  do  and  because  of  the  issues  that  have  oeen  raised 
in  public  hearings  by  you  we  oust  address  how  we  are  going  to 
handle  those  issues.   If  we  do  so  in  our  final  environmental 
impact. 

WALTER  MCLAUGHLIN:   My  name  is  waiter 

McLaughlin  and  I  am  an  attorney  and  I  am  also  the  owner  of  a 

slice  of  what  is  known  as  the  State  Street  block  building 

which  practically  abuts  the  present  Artery.   That  building  is 

a  historical  building  built  in  1856  which  once  had  very  close 

connections  with  the  sea.   Stretched  far  longer  than  it  does, 

in  fact,  a  large  portion  of  it  was  torn  down  when  the  original 

Artery  was  built. 

The  Artery  as  it  exists  presently  cuts 

that  building  off  frcro  the  sea  which  was  the  historic  route. 


3-19 


area,  this  has  surely  been  the  most  open  and  comprehensive  and 
accessible  project  for  the  public  at  large. 

X  think  it  would  be  a  tremendous  boon  to 
the  oarking  needs,  particularly  the  needs  of  the  City  of 
Boston. 

We  realize  that  the  Central  Artery  must  be  ; 
improved ,  ma]or  improvements  sucn  as  the  widening  a  f  the 
present  Artery  and  clearly  we  are  going  to  be  at  a  point  where-! 
we  are  not,  people,  shoppers  in  particular  wno  now  use  the 
City  of  Boston  are  going  to  be  forced  to  make  other  decisions 
to  avoid  shopping  in  Boston  because  they  will  not  be  able  to 
use  the  Central  Artery  so  that  again  at  least  the  comfort  of 
it  so  I  an  certainly  in  support  of  this  particular  project. 

X  recognize,  however,  that  with  any  large 
oroject  such  as  this  one  that  there  are  certain  inevitable 
consequences  that  have  to  do  with  the  construction  of  the 
project  that  must  be  taken  into  account,  research  of  the 
environmental  and  community  integrity  of  the  areaa  proposed, 
construction  that  are  to  be  taken  are  also  very  close  to.  One 
of  the  particular  neighborhoods  in  Boston  that  has  raised  somen 
very  legitimate  concern*  about  some  of  the  potential  con- 
struction of  this  proposed  Central  Artery  and  that  is  of  the 
North  End,  and  I  want  to  say  to  you  and  the  representatives  of: 
the  Federal   Highway  Administration  that  our  department  will 


work  very  closely  with  the  number  of  community  leaders  in  the 
|   North  End  with  respect  to  finding  ways  of  designing  and  im- 
olementmg  and  mediating  that  can  be  used  to  offset  any  of 
the  proDOsed  impact  of  the  construction  Droject  itself. 

Last  week  we  submitted  to  the  City  Council 
at  his  request  a  very  detailed  account  of  the  kind  of  roada 
that  our  department  can  utilize  which  now  is  accessible  to  us 
to  essentially  provide  if  you  will  around  the  North  End  during 
time  of  construction  so  that  we,  the  North  End,  would  not  be 
used  for  through  traffic  from  any  of  the  existing  use  of  the 
Central  Artery.   It  would  clearly  be  protected  from  any  impact 
the  construction  equipment  that  would  be  taking  tied  to  the 
project  itself  and  that  report  has  been  in  the  North  End  and 
will  be  submitted  to  you  and  which  will  be  forthcoming  from 
our  department  within  the  next  couple  of  weeks  before  the 
August  22  deadline. 

All  I  could  say  is  this  is  a  general  state- 
ment of  support  for  tha  project  with  detailed  analysis  and  to 
follow  in  a  written  form  so  that  I  want  to  assure  you  that  my 
department  is  clearly  in  support  of  tha  Central  Artery  project 
and  commends  you  for  tha  process  that  youhave  devised  in 
implementing  and  the  public  support  and  the  importance  of  this 
oroject  and  the  details  to  be  forthcoming  in  the  next  couple 
of  weeks.   Thank  you. 


Public  works,  God  rest  his  soul,  and  I  look  at  that  Artery  and 
I  curse  him  and  have  to  ask  forgiveness  for  all  of  that.   If 
there  was  a  mistake  done  in  the  late  1940*3  and  I  remember  it 
being  built,  I  was  about  to  start  high  school  when  they  were 
throwing  down  or  performing  the  demolition  work  for  the 
Exnressway. 

If  there  was  a  mistake  then  there  is  a 
worse  mistake  now  if  we  let  that  Expressway  stand  and  if  we 
don't  take  the  opportunity  to  do  something  to  improve  it.  We 
say  it's  an  ambient  in  our  neighborhood.  An  ambient  that  is 
being  destroyed  by  the  great  walls  of  the  Central  Artery.   It 
is  isolating  us  from  the  rest  of  the  City.   It  has  put  us  in 
a  box  and  that  I  always  resented  people  who  walked  by  and 
asking  how  do  w«  gst  to  it. 

I  can  remember  whan  I  lived  about  a  half  a 
block  of  the  construction  and  in  school  studying,  tha  private 
driveways  and  the  noise  and  tha  dust  and  disruption  of  our 
City,  to  this  day  you  cannot  walk  up  Hanover  Street  anymore. 
That  would  not  have  been  so  bad  if  we  got  in  return  something 
decent,   we  got  this  elevated  highway  that  we  do  not  get  on  to 
most  of  the  day.   what  we  have  now.  and  I  did  spend  a  good 
part  of  my  time  as  State  Representative  calling  local  police 
divisions,  one  to  clean  up  the  drugs  and  the  bums  and  the 
pickoockets  out  from  underneath  that  Expressway,  ona  of  the 
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THE  COMMISSIONER:   Before  I  call  the  next 

scheduled  speaker  I'm  going  to  take  a  two  minute  recess. 

'Whereupon  a  short  recess 
was  then  taken. ) 

THE  COMMISSIONER:  He   are  back  on  the 
record.   The  next  scheduled  speaker  is  Roland  Orlandi. 

ROLAND  ORLANDI:   My  name  is  Roland  Orlandi 
and  I  live  at  120  Commercial  Street  and  I  am  a  lawyer  and  nave 
an  office  at  141  Tremont  Street.   I  am  a  life-long  resident  of 
the  North  End  and  I  have  raised  my  family  there.   My  family 
has  been  in  the  North  End  ever  since  my  father  landed  from 
Italy  when  he  was  a  3mall  boy.   I  ara  also  a  former  State 
Representative  and  I  have  been  a  State  Representative  for  six 
years  from  the  Third  Suffolk  District  of  which  the  North  End 
was  my  home  base.   The  Third  Suffolk  District  comprised  of  the 
North  End  and  half  of  Beacon  Street  and  Charles  River  Park  and 
about  a  third  of  the  South  End. 

I  think  a  good  portion  of  your  plans  here 
lie  in  what  was  my  former  District.  I'm  not  goinq  to  testify 
that  I  represent  anyone  but  myself  at  this  point  in  time  but 
I  would  like  to  inform  and  have  heard  is  my  feeling  that  the 
Fitzgerald  Expressway  or  the  Central  Artery  as  recently  known 
in  ray  opinion  was  a  savage  mistake  and  I  hate  to  say  to  you, 
since  it  was  done  by  a  former  member  of  the  Department  of 
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worst  things  that  has  happened  as  a  result  of  the  Expressway. 
we  are  limited  in  our  access  in  and  outside  of  the  North  End. 
We  are  forced  to  go  out  by  Haymarket  Square  which  has  vehicles 
traversing  it  over  in  every  single  direction,  buses  and 
traffic  ]ams.   There  is  no  way  to  cross  at  that  point. 

Wa  have  to  go  underneath  that  Expressway. 
The  cars  come  out  of  the  tunnel  and  the  other  alternative, 
the  mouth  of  the  tunnel,  we  have  what  I  call  the  North  End 
roulette,  the  only  difference  between  the  North  End  roulette 
and  the  Russian  roulette  is  that  you  can  see  the  bullet3 
coming  at  you.   In  Russian  roulette  you  don't  see  the  bullets. 
The  cars  are  coming  out  of  that  tunnel,  they  come  whipping  out 
and  it  goes  —  it  is  a  miracle  that  people  have  not  been 
killed  on  either  Cross  Street  or  under  the  tunnel.   Maybe  it 
is  just  tha  sign  that  wa  have  kept  our  deafness  in  crossing 
in  front  of  the  tunnel  because  there  are  no  other  ways  to  go. 
Tha  other  way  to  go  is  to  cross  down  by  Commercial  Street  and 
cross  behind  Faneuil  Hall  and  there  again  there  are  so  many 

traversing  vehicles. 

I  was  standing  on  the  sidewalk  in  tha 
middle  of  the  Surface  Artery  and  almost  got  run  over  by  some 
woman  who  cut  in  front  of  a  taxi  cab  and  to  avoid  her  he 
almost  landed  on  my  lap.   It  is  an  insanity.   It  is  an  absolute 
insanity.   This  Expressway,  I'm  not  talking  about  the  way  it 
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carries   traffic.      I    chink   that   it   is   irraortant   that   those  who 
live   in  and  out  o£   the  City,    they  want  to  go  by   us  and  over  us 
and   under  us.      Let   then  go  whichever  way   they  want,    what  con- 
cerns  ne    is    the   quality   of   our    life,    the   quality   of   what 
happens    to    us   who    live    in    the   City    and   stay    in    the   City   and 
who    remain   behind.       I    have    looked   at   your   summary.       I    have 
read    it    over   and    see    the   difference   between   your   different 
plans    and   you    have    plan    3-A,     5-A,    all    very   nice    numbers   and 
uo  to   the  year  of    1990.      It  would   seem  to  ma  olan    5-A  would 
produce    the   best   traffic   perhaps    and    the   best    solution.       I'm 
not  an  engineer  and   I   won't  comment  on   that.      However,    what 
it  does   appear   to  me   by   your  plan   5-A  it  will   relieve  our 
city  streets  and   some  of   the   traffic   that  comes  off  of   that 
Expressway   and  some  of   the   tourists  were   forced   to  all   go 
through   the  North   End  to    find   their  way   to   Fanauil   Hall  or 
anywhere  else.      At  the  present   time   they   are   forced   to  com* 
through   the  North  End  to   get  by   the  North   End.      This  puts   a 
tremendous   load  on  our  City,      we   have  problems  with  parking 
and   traffic  and  all   sorts  of   problems  with  just   the   numbers 
of  people  and  vehicles   that  exist  in  our  neighborhood. 

I    think   the)  City  has,    lately,    been   doing 
a   better    job  about  handling   the   parking.      What  I  don't  want   to 
see   is   that  any  of   this,    what  I   call   baloney   about  parking, 
so   many  parking  spaces  will  be   lost  under   the   Expressway   and 
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natives   and   the  way   this  particular  thing  works,    I   think   it   is 
this   problem,    there   is   no  other  way  to  go   than   to   set  up  a 
Third   Harbor  Tunnel.      I   don't   know  exactly  what  your  plan   3-A 
or   5-A  will  work  best    for  you  or   the  people  of   the  South  End. 
All    I   know   it  will   create   problems    for   them  as  well   but   if 
some   Third   Harbor  Tunnel   is   not  built   now  I    fear   it   will   be 
built   in   the    future   at   that   point   in   time.      I    think   the  option 
for   the  people   in   the  neighborhood  will  be   fewer   than   they 
exist   today   that^he  people   in   the  neighborhood  will    have  no 
say   about  where   those  options  are   and  how  the   roads  will   run 
because   at   that  point   in   time   they  will   be   tied   into  whatever 
is   done  as   it   is   set  up   today.      I   also   fear  that  a   no-build 
alternative   is  a  —  a  no-build  alternative  I   think  that  will 
create  major  problems   for  us   up  and  around  the)  Expressway.      A 
no-build  alternative  means   that  people  will   be  coming  down  off 
that   Expressway   and  down  onto   lower  local   streets   to   run  around 
Atlantic  Avenue,    the  Commercial  Street,    Cross  Street  are  going 
to   be   jammed  with  cars.      There  are  going   to   be  coming  down  off 
that  Expressway   and   try   to   avoid   the  Central  Artery   and  when 
they   arive   at   the  Central   Artery  there   is   no   place   to  go  but 
our  backyard,    Hanover  Street  will   be   probably  another   raceway. 
what   I   do   hope   though,    after  your   September 
30th  deadline  goes   by,    if   you  set  up  a   plan   that   half,    some 
considerations   and  some   explanations  of  what  plans   the  State 
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that  is  a  lot  of  garbage.   North  Enders,  no  city  people  use 
any  of  that  parking.   It  is  all  done  and  all  for  private 
parking  lots,  operators  go  at  the  end  of  the  day  and  ■'/hen   the  |j 
North  Enders  were  able  to  park  under  the  Expressway  the  City  •; 
took  that  away  from  us .   The  North  Enders  cannot  afford  to  cay 
S14  and  S15  and  S16  a  day  for  parking  and  they  io  not  park 
under  the  Expressway.   Don't  let  anyone  buffalo  you  into 
believing  that  these  parking  spaces,  tnat  the  disaopearance 
will  make  any  difference  in  the  North  End.   They  won't.   North; 
Enders  don't  use  them.   To  us  they  are  ]ust  a  place  where  the 
people  from  Faneuil  Hall  can  park  their  fancy  automobiles  and 
go  home  at  night  and  leave  us  behind  with  the  drunks  and 
oroblems  they  leave  us.   If  we  can  find  a  way  to  decrease 
that  Artery  and  depress  ourselves  in  some  way  by  some  con- 
struction, -vhether  it  be  parking  chances  in  the  way  the 
streets  ars  set  up,  we  get  somewhat  separated  from  those 
people  and  we  will  keep  away  their  drunks  and  noise  and 
rowdiness  and  the  stuff  they  don't  want  to  see,  preserve  our 
neighborhoods  and  not  as  it  is  but  for  us  who  lived  there  and 
always  live  there  and  those  who  lived  there  and  went  through 
the  hard  times  and  not  only  those  who  lived  there  when  the 
good  times  were  around. 

I  in  the  past  have  ooposed  the  Third  HarboiJ!; 
Tunnel  after  reading  the  plans,  after  studying  the  alter- 
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has    to   develoD   the   20   acres   that  will   become   available   and 
most  of   them  will   become   available   in   those   areas   that   bound 
the    North   End.       I    think    that   would    be    the   most    important    thing, 
that  will   happen    in   the  North   End.      Our   oigcest  problem   it 
this    ooint    in    time   are   parking   and    pedestrian    access    to    the 
rest   of    the   City.      And   Hanover   Street,    Cross    Street,    Clinton 
Street.    Commercial    Street    and   Haymarket    Square,    how   you  peoplei 
Look  at   it,    what  you  people    intend  to   do  with   the  City,    even 
participation,    I   know   that   the   Department  of   Public  Works   and 
other  areas  of  the  City   have   had   participation   and   I   would   likei 
bo   see   done  what  you  people  have   for  alternatives,    I   hope  it     |1 
will   not   be   turned  over   to   the   City   but   to    the   local   and  Northl 
End  oeoola   and  perhaps   it  should  be  done  by  votes  within  the 
North  End   itself,   who  will   represent   the   people  of   the  North     I 
End. 

I   don't   reoresent   them,    I   am  here  as  a 
private  citiren.      I  would  like  just  to  say  one   thing.      I'm 
here   as   a   private   citizen  because   I   have   been  a    life-long 
resident  of   the  North   End.      I    am  perhaps  one  of   the    few  peoolel 
who    has    made   enough   money    and   who   has   moved   out   and    has    not 
moved  out  and  half     the  people  of  whom  I   went   to    grammar   school 
with,     there    is   me   and   one   other   girl    who    are    still    residents 
of    the   North   End.      That  has   been    traditional   of   the   North   End,| 
they   make    a    dollar   and    they    leave.       Some   of    the   people    come 
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back  and  businessmen  tell  us  how  to  live.   We  don't  want  them 
to  tell  as  how  to  live,  we  want  to  live  the  way  we  want  to 
live.   That  does  not  mean  we  don't  have  concerns  for  the 
businessmen.   They  are  our  friends  as  we  need  them  and  they 
need  us  and  I  think  their  concerns  should  be  handled  and 
should  be  taken  into  consideration. 

I  did  see  that  you  had  in  your  plans  that 
there  would  be  a  difference  between  something  like  2  percent 
and  5  percent  for  your  business  problems.   A  business  loss  in 
central  areas  of  the  City.   I  think  that  the  North  End  could 
probably  end  up  in  the  upper  part  of  that  scale  but  we  would 
like  to  see  what  can  be  done  to  mitigate  those  losses,  what 
can  be  provided  for  the  North  End  businessmen  by  way  of 
parking  perhaps,  by  shuttle  buses,  perhaps  shuttle  walks  or 
ways  to  get  back  and  forth  to  the  businesses  so  that  the 
businesses  are  not  disrupted.   Some  businesses  will  experience 
more  and  some  businesses  will  experience  less,  what  I  feel  and 
I  understand  this  is  your  first  step  in  that  direction  is  to 
find  a  plan  for  the  Federal  Government  so  that  you  can  com*  up 
with  the  money  so  you  can  provide  the  engineering  plans  to 
develop  this  kind  of  orocess.   I  hope  that  in  this  process 
these  kinds  of  considerations  are  taken  in  by  you  and  that 
perhaps  you  will  open  your  access,  also  again  to  North  Station 
which  we  had  not  had  for  many  years  and  maybe  with  the  de- 
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there   is   a   psychological   affect  on  those   people  who   drive 
slower.      I   don't   think   it  will  ease   the   flow  of   traffic   and 
coming   from  Washington  and  we  had  a   recent  problem  with  major 
traffic   construction,    you  ought   to  consider   the   fact   that  when 
the   first   shovel   hits   the  ground  that   the  price  of   deoressing 
the  Artery  will   triple  or  quadruple  and  my   final   comment   is 
should  a  Central   Artery   be   in   the  center  of   the  City.      Thank 
you. 

THE   COMMISSIONER:      Anthony   Cataldo. 

ANTHONY  CATALDO:      My  name   is  Anthony 
Cataldo  and  I   am  a   resident  of   the  North   End  area.      I   am  a 
member  of    the  Massachusetts   and  National  Association  of 
Sanitariums   and  I   am  also  a  certified  health  officer  and  vice 
president  of  Massachusetts  Health  Officers  Association   and   I 
am  director  of   Environmental   Health   for   that  City  of   Boston   so 
you  can   see   that  I   have   soma   interest   in   the  project  of   this 
nature  and   insofar  as   the   iraplamental    imoact   is  concerned  and 
also    insofar  as    I   say  as   noise  and  pollution   is   concerned. 

I  am  also  president  of   the  St.    Mary's 
Housing  Corporation  which   is   a   nonprofit  group,    St.    Mary's 
Casa   Maria,    a   housing   for   the  elderly  which  adjoints   the 
Expressway,    also   a -life   member  of   that  particular  area. 

I   personally  coma  here   tonight   in    favor  of 
the  depressing  of   the   Central   Artery   and   I   also   speak   for  the 
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pression   of    the   Artery,    North    Station   once    again   will    become 
available  again   to    the   North   End.      Not   an   area    for  drunks.      It. 
is    depressing   when   we   go    through    these    areas    one   walks    close 
to   the  walkway,    we   don't   need  and  want   that.      We   have   a    familyi 
area   and   we   want    to    raise   our    families    here    and   we    want   our 
elderly    people   who    are    here    and   we   want    them    to    stay    here    and 
we  want    them  to   be   safe. 

We  have  fewer  areas  and  that  is  one  of  the  j 
few  areas  that  peoole  can  go  out  at  night.  The  Central  Artery) 
I  would  pay  for  the  tombstone,  I  would  be  hapoy  to  pay  for  "the 
tombstone  and  to  have  one  side  stating  up  there  which  is  now 
John  Fitzgerald  Expressway  and  we  hereby  bury  thee  John  Fitz-  ■ 
gerald  Expressway. 

THE   COMMISSIONER:      Thank    you. 
GARY    RUBEN:      My   name    is   Gary    Ruben.       I   am 
corporate    clerk      of    the   works   on    365    Franklin    Street,    Boston. 
I   am  a   life-long   resident  of  Washington,    D.C.    and,    therefore, 
I  am  unbiased.      I  would   like   to   say   this  would  be   the   first 
step   in   solving  the   traffic  problems  of  Boston.      In   the  words 
of  Howard  Cosell,    "Maybe   to   little   to   late."      Let's   not  con- 
fuse  the   issue   that   I   am  unbiased.      This   is   not  a  question  of 
what  neighborhood  would   be  affected. 

What  would    the    depressing   of    the   Artery 
achieve?      Will   it  depress    the    flow  of   traffic?      I    think   that 
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tenants  of  the  Casa  Maria  and  many  of  the  tenants  and  oroperty 
owners  abutting  the  area  because  many  tines  they  have  come  up 
to  me  insofar  as  complaining  about  the  noise,  pollution  at 
night  and,  of  course,  nothing  done  about  it. 

When  this  monster  was  built  Z   was  too  young 
to  express  my  opposition.   We  have  heard  mention  many  times 
that  the  greatest  parking  space  in  the  area  is  the  Arterial 
Expressway  and  it  is  getting  worse  by  the  day.   Right  now  we 
are  at  the  crossroads  of  federal  funds  will  be  available  so  it 
is  time  to  act  to  get  these  funds  or  else  if  we  dicxer  among 
ourselves  and  if  we  fight  and  try  to  postpone  it  these  fund3 
will  go  to  some  other  state.   So  it  is  time  to  act.   Depress 
the  Expressway  especially  since  no  homes  will  be  taken  and  I 
know  there  are  petitions  around  the  area  specifying  that  by 
depressing  the  Artery  many  homes  will  be  taken  and,  of  course, 
from  the  plans  and  from  the,  my  reading  of  it  there  will  be  no 
displacement  of  any  family  in  the  North  End. 

Therefore,  we  should  be  in  favor  of  it  and 
I  wish  to  congratulate  the  Secretary  of  Transportation  to  have 
the  foresight  and  determination  to  proceed  with  these  hearings 
and  finally  to  obtain  his  goals  if  the  Artery  is  not  depressed 
what  is  going  to  happen.   It  is  getting  old.   It  is  falling 
apart.   It  has  to  be  fixed  and  then  in  30  doing  many  of  the 
lanes  will  have  to  be  closed  and  much  of  the  traffic  will  be 
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diverted  throuqh  the  streets  of  the  North  End  creating  a 
pollution  and  noise  problem.   After  it  has  been  completed  wnat 
nave  we  earned?   We  have  gained  nothing.   It  is  the  same 
Sxoresswav.   The  same  lanes  and  everything.   The  traffic  will 
be  ]ust  as  bad  or  worse,  also  by  depressing  the  Expressway 
inere  will  be  available  about  20  acresof  land  which  could  be 
useful  for  either  parking  spaces,  building  of  new  homes, 
building  of  business  and  bringing  taxable  taxes  to  the  City 
of  Boston  which  it  needs  it  so  bad.   All  of  this  and  there 
will  be  more  jobs  also  wa  should  all  be  in  favor  of  proceeding 
with  this.   There  will  be  a  study  and  engineering  plan  and 
will  be  a  part  of  the  orocedure  and  if  by  any  chance  the 
community  is  not  involved  in  the  future  plans  then  we  can 
opoose  it.   Than*  you. 

THE  COMMISSIONER:   Thank  you. 

JIM  ROWES:   My  name  is  Jim  Rowes  and  I 
thank  you  for  your  time  tonight.   I  really  appreciate  this. 
I  think  the  idea  of  depressing  the  Central  Artery  —  I  am  a 
resident  of  Salem  so  excuse  ma  if  I  am  not  a  resident  of  this 
great  City  but  I  certainly  experience  the  traffic  problem*  as 
much  as  many  oeople  around  this  area  do.   I  live  about  20  railea 
north  and  in  any  event.  I  think  the  idea  of  depressing  the 
Artery  makes  a  lot  of  sense  as  many  of  the  people  here  have 
mentioned  it,  the  North  End  particularly  has  been  separated 
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public  money.    I   know  Ed  King   is   in  Hinthrop   and  ha  probably 
doesn't   care    so   let   us  go    for  the   Artery  and  clean  up  the 
North   End  and   clean  up   the  North  Station  and  South  Station  and 
the    idea  of    the  Third  Harbor  Tunnel   is   just,    it   just  doee  not 
make  any   sense   and   I    thank   you   for  your   time. 

THE   COMMISSIONER:       I    want    to    take   about   a 

:our-minute    break . 

(Whereupon  a   short   recess 
was   then   taken.) 

/ 

THE  COMMISSIONER:   I  would  like  to  go  back 

on  the  record.   There  are  people  that  have  signed  up  and 
testified  who  are  apparently  not  here  yet.   I  will  try  and 
call  their  null  again-   *"<*  Carangelo  and  John  Canmaratta. 

Neither  are  here.   I  would  like  to  say  that  Mr.  Albert  Tecci 
testified  earlier  but  because  of  gape  he  is  going  to  testify 

again. 

ALBERT  TECCI:   Thank  you.  Commissioner, 
for  giving  me  the  opportunity  to  speak  again  and  voice  my 
opinion  and  the  opinion  of  the  group  of  specifically  that  I 
spoke  for.   The  reason  I  asked  to  speak  again  this  evening 
was  because  having  listened  to  proponents  march  up  here  and 
give  information  which  I  hope  was  not  intentional  or  falsi- 
fication or  fabrication  which  I  would  like  to  believe  which 
was  lack  of  common  sense.   There  are  those  petitions  that 
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from   the    rest   of    the  City   and  we    have    a    real    problem  with   air  r 
pollution    and    traffic    pollution    and    I    think    this    idea    really 
makes    sense   and    if    it    can    be    kept    reasonable    and    that    is    only 
for    the    Federal    Government    to    decide.      He    loves    to    soend 
money   as    it    is.      This    would    really   make    aood    sense.       I    think 
it   is  going   to   help  a   number  of   areas   not  only   the  North   End, 
the   North  End  will   be   enhanced  by   it.      I    think   it   is   a   -jreat 
idea.      Why    don't    we    take    Nortn   Station,    too.      That  would   oe   a  i 
better    idea    then  we  will    have    a    new   Boston   Garden   and    right      ( 
now    the   Boston  Garden    looks    like    Fort   Apache    in    the    Bronx. 
That    is    my    idea*      That    is    another    issue. 

As    far   as   the  Third  Harbor  Tunnel    is  con- 
cerned I    think   that   is   maybe   the   greatest  waste  of  money   that 
this  City  could  ever   conceive  of.      I    think   it's    time    for   the 
people    to    start    thinking    of   public    transportation   and    start 
taking  advantage  of   it.      The  one-way   tolls   have   already   cut 
down  on   the   traffic  volume  or   traffic  overflow   tremendously. 
So   I   don't  say   they  will   solve   all   of    the  problems   but    I    tninli 
public  commitment    and    the    idea    to    use    mass    transoortation  will 
solve   that  problem  in  due   time.      So   I    think   the  moneys   are 
best   spent   number  one   in   depressing   the  Artery   and  cleaning 
up  North  and  South   Station,      when   people   come   to  Boston   they 
notice    how   poor    the    transportation    is    and   putting    the   money 
in    the  Third  Harbor  Tunnel    I    know    is    the    biggest  waste      o£ 
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say  homes  and  families  will  be  taken.   It  is  a  fact,  it  is  a 
fact  according  to  the  draft  of  the  Environmental  Imnact  Study 
that  the  quality  of  life  in  the  North  End  would  be  affected. 
It  will  be  affected  to  the  point  where  oeople  miaht  want  to 
move  out  of  the  North  End  because  of  the  deterioration  and  of  I 
business,  quality  of  life,  noise,  pollution  and  so  in  a  sense- 
the  State  has  not  ohysicaliy  removed  oeople  from  their  homes 
but  instead  they  mentally,  through  psychology,  forced  people 
from  their  homes  by  giving  them  a  ooor  quality  of  life. 

I  would  also  like  to  address  a  number  of 
oeople  that  have  coma  up  here,  different  organizations  or  for 
other  people  and  I  question  every  one  -of  them 

THE  COMMISSIONER:   X  am  going  to  interrupt 
you.   You  are  not  going  to  debate  and  if  you  have  additional 
testimony,  fine,  but  not  in  reference  to  what  somebody  elsa 
has  given. 

MR.  TECCI:  Well,  okay.  The  last  thing  I 
want  to  address  is  the  fact  that  once  again  that  in  all  of  tin. 
testimony  neard  from  consultants  from  transportation  and  from- 
City  officials  from  public  leaders  in  the  North  End  and  other 
neighborhoods,  all  the  proponents  have  yet  to  show  facts  that 
there  will  be  any  improvement  in  the  North  End  and  I  state 
that  when  we  submit  our  report  all  of  the  facts  an  the  advers' 
conditions  that  face  it  and  the  quality  of  Life.   The  people 
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wlII  be  the  truth.   Thank  you. 

THE  COMMISSIONER:   Mr.  George  DiLorenzo. 
GEORGE  DiLORENZO:   Mr.  Chairman,  John 
DiLorenzo.   I  have  been  a  resident  all  my  life  in  Boston,  one 
fortunate  enough,  one  fortunate  enough  to  have  played  a  role 
as  a  legislator  for  the  oeople  of  my  area  in  East  Boston. 
However,  I  feel  very  fortunate  to  think  that  I  was  a  little 
boy  in  the  first  tunnel,  a  medium  age  person  in  the  second 
tunnel  and  an  old  man  in  the  third  tunnel.   The  experiences 
are  still  very  active  in  my  memory.   In  the  first  tunnel  we 
were  told  after  20  years  of  only  5  cents  through  the  tunnel 
East  Boston  and  North  End  people  will  travel  free  guaranteed, 
don't  concern  yourselves  about  it  you  people  from  the  East 
Boston  and  the  North  End.   Wall,  the  rate  went  to  IS  cents. 
well,  they  decided  when  the  secretary  of  Boston  was  going  to 
solve  all  the  problem,  particularly  those  in  East  Boston  and 
the  North  End  that  therewould  never  be  a  problem  of  traffic 
forever  and  we  tried  to  say  if  the  first  one  really  did  not 
work  what  makes  you  think  the  second  one  will?  well,  because 
we  made  a  mistake  on  the  first  one.   we  were  told  the  people 
of  East  Boston  at  many  meetings  but  we  have  the  finest  and 
the  best  in  the  world  on  the  second  tunnel  and  along  comes 
the  Callahan  Tunnel  and  he  builds  the  second  tunnel. 

Now  we  have  the  third  tunnel.   Here  is  the 
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an  engineer  can  approve  another  hole  would  be  acceptable. 

Now,  if  you  are  going  to  decide  on  the 
validity  of  this,  please  tell  me  where  these  cars  are  going 
in  the  third  tunnel.   Are  you  telling  me  or  are  you  telling  -- 
incidentally,  these  statistics  are  ten  years  old,  this  figure 
is,  I  believe,  12  to  15  percent  greater.   If  you  were  going  to 
tell  me  that  the  third  tunnel  would  allow  all  of  these  people 
to  go  through  the  third  tunnel  to  go  through  the  third  tunnel 
then  I  would  try  to  agree  that  the  feasibility  of  the  third 
tunnel  is  practicable.   I  want  to  review  this  point  so  I  can 
get  this  clear. 

They  are  coming  to  East  Boston  and  they 
give  us  three  plans.   The  first  plan  says  ladies  and  gentle- 
men, citizens  of  East  Boston  and  North  End.   Do  you  want 
another  tunnel.   Nobody  cares  about  those  statistics  and  the 
answer  would  be  no  but  they  don't  ask  us  that.   They  ask  us 
take  the  plans,  pick  one,  which  one  will  it  be,  the  one  on  the 
left,  the  one  on  the  right?   Plan  B?   Plan  C?  which  one?  But 
of  course,  that  is  not  it.   That  is  not  the  thing  we  want. 
Let  us  suppose,  Mr.  Commissioner,  this  becomes  reality,  the 
second  tunnel,  the  expansion  of  it,  LSO  trucks  went  on  trans- 
porting all  this  dirt  and  dust  for  years,  not  weeks,  not 
months,  for  years.   When  I  tell  you  that  -nen  a  person  was 
making  spaghetti  gravy  there  was  sand  in  it  flying  all  over 
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the  best.   We  are  trying  to  tell  you  we  don't  want  a  third 
tunnel  and  they  are  all  saying  this  wiil  relieve  a  orablem 
but  we  say  don't  relieve  the  oroclem,  we  have  no  problem.  We 
are  living  with  the  problems.   Don't  telieve  it  because  you 
cannot,  this  third  tunnel  v/i  11  not  relieve  the  present 
problem. 

If  I  may  be  oermitted  to  go  to  my  chart  I 
will  be  glad  to  show  you.   This  is  nothing  that  was  created. 

i 

This    is    a    chart   of    the    island,    not    an    island.    East    Boston 
from   the  North  Shore,    from  the   North  Shore,    there   are    58,000 

i 

automobiles   par  day   that   the   North   shore,    in   this   case,    the 
North  shore    is   that   line,      Marblehead,    SwamDacott   and   so    forth|. 
Now,    the   northwest  which   is    Route    1,    30,000  cars   make   trips 
per  day   that   ls   coming   down    from   the   Route   1.    we   have    from 
Winthrop,    21,000   car   trips   per  day   and,   of  course,    through 
the    turnpike  north,    66,000   car   trips  oer  day   and   through   the 
Port   Authority   50,000   car   trios   a   day.      when   this   was   created 
we  were   told  that   there  would  be   absolutely  no  need   for  a 
second  tunnel  or  a   third   tunnel   because  geographically   East 
Boston   is   unable   to   take   this  without    jeopardizing   the   presentj 
problem.      So   the  only  way  they   could   possibly    come   through 
this  with   this    is   to   bring    in   either  way   back    into   Charles- 
town,    God   forbid   in   that  area  or  a   little    further  out  where 


the  place   it  was    impossible   to   live    in   that  area,      we  could 
not  do  a   thing  but  because   they   said  it   is  an  open   hole  we 
finally  did   something  and   stooped    the   traffic.      I  would  hope 
that  we  would   be   looking  at   this   as  practical   people. 

Consider   the   fact   that   the  people  are   net 
interested   in   the  third  crossing   because   it  will   not   relieve      ! 
this  problem  where  will   this    traffic  go?      Don't    forget    they 
say  we   are  expected   in   the   25  percent   increase    in   10   years   and 
that  will   make  up  on   the   third  tunnel.      Isn't    it  practical, 
Mr.    Commissioner,    to   take   these   58.000   trips   a  day  and  sort 
of  circumvent  around  here   somewhere?      A  bridge  or   something 
to   the   third  or   to   the   bridge  and  connect  it   that  way?      For 
some   reason   the   tunnel    seems   to  be   an   interest  of  bad 
influence.      I  won't   talk  about   the   spillover  on   the   streets. 
Do  you  know  what  a   spillover   is?      To   leave   at  quarter  of 
seven   to   go   to   Revere,    I    live  on  Jeffrey  Point  and   I   cannot 
get  out  of  my  section   because   they  are   spilling  over    from  the 
highway  and   they  are   taking  all    those   streets   and  coming   this 
way   and  closing  into   the   tunnel.      This   spillover   is    there 
every  day   and   every  evening  and  every   time   somebody   comes  over 
This  will   not  be   relieved  by   a   third   tunnel.      As   a   matter  of 
fact,    it  will   give   the   third   tunnel   people   an  opportunity   to 
seek    relief  by  doing   spillovers   and   nothing   has   been   added 


except  all    the   traffic    flowe  during  the   construction  of    the 
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tunnel  . 

In  other  words,  the  interest  and  the  safety 
o-  the  peooie  of  my  'Community  is  unimportant  but  the  direction 

ls  always  influencing  a  tunnel  and  so  I  can  qo  on  and  tell  you 
aoout  the  noise  and  oollution.   He  have  an  extreme  problem 
with  noise  and  noilution  with  the  airport  and  tunnel  and  auto- 
mobiles now  would,  with  a  third  tunnel  relieve  that?   The 
answer  is  no  because  it  is  supposed  to  bring  more  automobiles 
in  that  area.   I  would  like  to  talk  about  the  things  they  tell 
us.   I  think  that  my  people  here  would  tell  you  about  the 
wonderful  things  they  say,  gee,  just  think  of  the  economical 
value.   You  and  you  and  you  will  go  to  work  on  the  tunnel  and 
you  will  be  collectors,  you  may  be  an  inspector  of  the  tunnel. 
You  can  be  the  maintenance.   It  will  take  everybody  in  East 
Boston  and  North  End  and  we  heard  that  in  the  first  tunnel  and 
the  second  tunnel.   I  dare  you  to  tell  us  this  in  the  third 
one.   I  double  dare  you  to  tell  me.   You  better  not. 

I  would  like  to  again  repeat  so  we  can  get 
this  thing  understood  is  there  anyone  here  in  East  Boston  who 
wants  a  third  tunnel?  And  the  answer  appears  it  is  no.  Have 
you  been  asked  whether  or  not  you  want  a  third  tunnel  or  not? 
No.  They  are  asking  you,  pick.  one.  You  want  Plan  A?  Plan  B? 
s Ian  C?   We  are  telling  you  we  don ' t  want  it. 

I  am  now  going  on  to  the  economic  issue. 
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bomb  and  they  decided,  of  course,  we  will  keep  the  National 
Guard  there  because  somebody  had  told  the  National  Guard  is 
to  get  rid  of  the  buildings  and  put  m  a  State  building  there 
in  which  they  could  oversee  the  Port  Authority  and  trans- 
portation but  they  needed  it  and  finally  they  convinced  the 
State  not  to  sell  it  and  11  weeks  later  they  bought  the 
National  3uard  building  and  tore  it  down. 

So  in  conclusion  of  this  you  decide  to 
either  wait  and  let's  talk  it  over  and  solve  it  working  with 
East  Boston  and  we  will  give  you  a  survey  of  East  Boston  and 
the  North  End.   with  those  statistics.   Thank  you  very  much. 

THE  COMMISSIONER:   Because  there  are  a 
number  of  peode  here  who  were  not  here  earlier  I  would  like 
to  describe  some  ground  rules  that  I  think  are  beneficial  for 
everybody  who  are  going  to  testify.   The  ground  rules  of  the 
schedule  of  speakers  who  have  prereglstered  I'm  going  to  call 
upon  the  schedule  of  soeakers.   If  there  are  speakers 
scheduled  who  are  not  here  and  I  have  the  opportunity  I  will 
call  upon  people  who  are  in  the  back  of  the  room  and  possibly 
because  of  tonight,  between  eight  and  nine  it  would  be  more 
likely  between  nine  and  eieven.   We  requested  nine  and  eleven, 
we  will  resume  at  eieven  tomorrow  morning.   If  for  any  reason 
you  want  your  ooinion  heard  you  do  not  want  to  testify  in 
oublic  you  can  put  your  thoughts  in  writing  and  send  it  to 
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I'd  like  to  tell  you  about  the  community,  oh,  if  you  were  Dorn  i 
in  East  Boston  or  many,  if  you  only  were  born  in  East  3oston 
and  the  North  End  you  know  --hat  the  family  duties  are.   In 
case  you  want  to  park  the  car  for  only  S4  a  day  and  ?o  jway 
for  90  days  you  can  oo  into  East  Boston.   We  were  never  in- 
formed of  where  the  boundary  of  tr.e  airport  was,  but  this  -s 
not  an  important  worry.   This  is  a  supplement  to  the  airport. 
If  you  have  any  power  over  it  and  fortunately  we  are  thinking 
about  changing  our  codes  and  zoning  laws  so  that  we  can  say 
we  don ' t  need  any  more  tar  rentals .  car  parking  lots  and 
shippinq  and  parking  and  transcortation.   We  r.ave  enough  of 
that. 

Now  I  would  like  to  go  on  and  I  know  people 
are  going  to  be  interested  in  giving  you  the  coalition  from 
East  Boston,  I'm  going  to  leave  ycu  with  the  specs.   Unlike 
the  others  that  came  to  East  Boston  and  told  us  if  you  do  this, 
we  will  give  you  that  and  we  will  do  this  and  do  that.   Let 
me  give  you  the  terminology  that  they  would  use.   They  said 
that  it  was  important  for  them  to  have  the  National  Guard  and 
the  Civil  defense  and  the  Port  Authority,  there  and  if  the 
Germans  were  to  drop  the  first  bomD  it  would  be  important  to 
have  the  Port  Authority  and  zfie   National  Guard  there.   So  we 
thought  about  it.   Oid  you  know  that  3oston  was  so  close  that 
they  could  push  a  button  and  m  15  minutes  we  could  ?et  a 


116 


3-4  2 

D.P.W.,  100  Nashua  Street,  Boston,  and  assuming  we  get  your 
response  between  two  weeks  that  will  oecome  part  of  tne  oubiic 
Hearing  as  if  you  testified  here  tonight.    We  are  trying  to 
limit  the  soeakers  to  eight  minutes  with  varying  exceptions.   < 
I  will  not  make  an  issue  on  that  unless  I  nave  to  and  with  thab 
introduction  I  would  like  to  call  on  the  next  scheduled 
speaxer.   Gina  Scalcione. 

MARIE  CARGILL;   I  am  not  Gina  Scalcione. 
This  is  a  coalition  against  the  Third  Harbor  Tunnel.   Good 
evening,  everyone.   My  name  is  Marie  Cargill,  I  will  ae 
facilitating  the  flow  of  the  ideas,  and  redefineaer.es 
of  hundreds  of  East  Bostonians  as  they  are  voiced  tonight  by 
their  appointed  spokespeople  and  representatives.   These 
ordinary  oeople,  some  of  whom  lived  through  the  history  of  the 
two  tunnels  in  this  neighborhood  realizing  the  full  negative 
impact  of  yet  a  third  tunnel  to  their  lives  and  to  their 
communities  movedswiftly  to  begin  with  a  combined  effort  to 
prevent  a  third  harbor  crossing  thus  a  coalition  of  these 
people,  these  local  organizations  and  East  3oston  grouDS  came 
together  to  form  a  coalition  against  a  third  tunnel. 

The  first  speaker  will  be  Marie  Ellen  welch 
who  will  represent  the  impact  of  the  traffic  and  will  give  the 
coalition ' s  position  paper . 

-MARIE  ELLEN  WELCH:   I  am  a  life-long 
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resident  of  East  Boston.   I  an  here  tonight  representing  the 
airoort  traffic  relief  which  I  an  a  member  of  the  coalition 
aaainst  the  third  harbor  tunnel.   The  coalition  is  here  speci- 
fically to  address  the  issue  of  what  we  consider  to  be  a 
billion  dollar  project.   We  recognize  the  traffic  congestions, 
a  major  problem.   Especially  on  East  Boston  side,  two  tunnels 
instead  of  waiting  for  the  billion  dollars  of  our  tax  payers' 
money  we  think  you  can  get  by  and  address  the  problems  and 
resolve  it  with  a  very  small  fraction  of  that  amount  if  the 
creative  minds  of  the  City  and  State  and  Federal  Government 
got  together  for  once.   What  the  real  problem  is  is  the 
quality  of  life  in  the  City.   The  position  statement  of  the 
coalition  against  a  third  tunnel  is  that  the  coalition  against 
a  third  tunnel  ooposes  the  construction  of  any  third  harbor 
tunnel  because  the  coalition  believes  any  new  crossing  would 
encourage  the  uncontrolled  growth  of  Logan  Airport  and  airport 
related  services  and  traffic  into  surrounding  residential 
communities.   A  new  tunnel  would  discourage  the  use  and 
development  of  public  transportation,  increase  the  use  of 
private  cars  and  delay  alternative  projects  to  ease  congestion 
in  the  existing  tunnels. 

Furthermore,  the  coalition  is  convinced 
that  the  State  has  not  adequately  evaluated  many  potential 
environmental,  social  and  economic  problems  a  third  harbor 
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III.   Former  State  Representative  .Mel  King.   Boston  City 
Counselor  Ray  Flynn,  Boston  City  Counselor  Frederick  Langone 
Cambridge  City  Counselor  David  Sullivan,  Governor  Michael 
Dukakis,  Airport  Impact  Relief  Inc.,  East  Boston  Area  Dlanmng 
Action  Council,  East  Boston  Fair  Share  and  Massachusetts  Fair 
Share.  East  Boston  Concerned  Citizens  for  Public  Safety,  East 
Boston  Harborside  Community  School,  Gove  Street  Citizens 
Committee,  Jeffries  Point  Harborside  Neighborhood  Association 
East  Boston  Land  Use  Advisory  Council  and  Massachusetts 
League  of  Women  Voters.   Its  supporters  are  United  States 
Senator  Edward  M.  Kennedy,  United  States  Senator  Paul  Tsongas 
United  States  Representative  Thomas  P.  Tip  O'Neill,  United 
States  Representative  Edward  Marky,  Boston  Mayor  Kevin  H. 
White,  former  Joint  Transportation  Planning  Council  Chair 
Alex  Taft,  Bay  village  Associates  and  Orient  Height  Improve- 
ment Organization. 

We  propose  a  series  of  alternatives,  the 
major  ones  of  which  are  the  following: 

-  Improvement  of  the  Central  Artery  in  Boston  traffic 
congestion  occures  because  too  many  vehicles  are  using 
an  inadequate  and  coorly  designed  highway  system  as 
the  main  north-south  artery.   The  Central  Artery 
should  be  recognized  as  the  prime  cause  of  the  traffic 
congestion,  and  not  the  tunnels.   There  are  numerous 
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tunnel  would  create ,  and  has  Lgnored  cany  inexpensive  alter- 
native transportation  solutions,   '/e  believe  the  one  billion 
dollar  price  tag  on  a  third  harbor  tunnel  is  too  mucn  to  spend 
for  a  traffic  problem.   Boston  needs  i    solution  to  a  complex 
regional  transportation  problem  that  reacnes  far  beyond  the 
needs  addressed  by  a  single  purpose  haroor  tunnel . 

Many  people  endorse  a  third  tunnel  without 
fully  understanding  the  tremendous  effects  on  the  environment, 
the  social  fabric  and  the  local  economy  during  and  after 
construction,   we  believe  that  inadequate  transoorta tion 
studies  and  policies  have  contributed  to  the  popular  mis- 
conceDtion  that  Boston  is  in  dire  need  of  a  third  tunnel. 

The  coalition  proposes  the  following  alter- 
natives to  a  third  tunnel,  and  we  urge  the  State  to  explore 
these  and  other  options  thoroughly  before  considering  plans 
for  any  further  harbor  crossing: 

-  improved  Central  Artery  and  access  to  existing 
tunnel  traffic; 

-  permanent  one-way  toll  system; 

-  improved  public  transit  and  incentives  to  use  it; 

-  extensive  ferry  network;  and 

-  cap  on  Logan  Airport  growth. 

The  members  of  our  coalition  besides  the 
community  groups  include  former  Lt.  Governor  Thomas  P.  O'Neill, 
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mergers  on  the  Artery,  like  the  bottleneck  where 
Mystic  Bridge  traffic  merges  with  1-93  traffic,  which 
prevents  traffic  from  movinq  smoothly,  and  limit  full 
capacity  of  the  bridge  and  tunnels.   3ack-uos  into  the  i 

Sumner  Tunnel,  vehicles  are  forced  to  stoo  for 

I 
oedestrians  and  delivery  trucks  crossing  tunnel  traffici 

to  get  to  and  from  the  North  End.   Cars  and  trucks 

parked  and  double-parked  at  the  North  End  businesses 

in  the  area  further  stall  traffic.   Exit  ramps  that 

were  seoarated  from  local  traffic  and  a  pedestrian 

crosswalk  would  not  only  make  a  traffic  flow  more 

easily,  but  would  also  greatly  increase  safety.   The 

Artery  traffic  has  reached  a  level  where  it  can  no 

longer  be  integrated  with  local  streets  safely  or 

efficiently.   The  Artery  demands  immediate  attention 

and  extensivs  improvements. 

-  Our  second  recommendation  of*  an  alternative,  permanent 

one-one  tolls,  about  10,000  vehicles  pass  through  the 

Callahan  Tunnel  each  day  during  rush  hours.   About 

40  percent  of  these  vehicles  are  headed  for  the  airport 

The  Joint  Mass.  Port  Authority/Mass.  Turnpike  Authority 

one-way  toll  experiment  at  the  tunnels  and  the  bridge   | 

conceived  of  in  the  early  1970's,  but  tested  only  in 

1983,  has  cut  minutes  of  the  travel  time  to  the  air 
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port,    and   has   made    Che    north-south   commute   much    less 
painful.       Permanent  one-way    tolls    have    been    extremely 
successful    in   many  other  major  cities:    California, 
•••ew   York   and   New  Jersey    have    all    instituted   one-way 
tolls   on    their    tunnel    and   bridge   networks    and   have 
seen    significant    improvements    in    traffic    flow   and 
management.      The    State    should   make    the   Boston   one-way 
toll   experiment    permanent    immediately. 
-  Another  alternative   is    improved  public   transportation. 
Public   transit   improvements   must  make   it  easier   for 
travelers   with   luggage   to  move   to  and   from  Logan  Air- 
port.     A  Blue  Line   spur   into   the  airport   is  one  obvious 
solution   that  would  eliminate   the  existing   transfer 
from    train    to    bus    and    the   waiting   and    luggage-lugging 
that    come   with    it.      Trains    running   on   the   spur   could 
have   cars   equipped   with    specially-designed    luggage 
carriers,    and   could    run   exprese    from  downtown    location* 
Only   6  percent  of  Logan  travelers  now  get   to   and   from 
the   airport  on   the   Blue  Lin*  and  the  airport  bus.      This 
figure  might   b*   boosted  substantially  with  batter 
access   to   the   airport   tailored  to   tha  needs  of 
travelers   using   the    line.      Tha   tremendous   advantages 
of   having   a    direct    low-cost    shuttle    from  Boston    to    the 
airoort  would   far  outweigh   the    relatively   low  con- 
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tapped.      Several   private  waterfront  developers   have 
realized   that   tha   shortest  distance  between  Boston 
and   the   airoort   is   by  water,    and   have   included   ferry 
docks    in   their   oians    for   the    future.      Mass.    Port  and 
the   State   could  encourage    ferry   service   by   Linking   the 
$134,000,000   Bird   Island   Plats  development  at   the 
airport   with   Mass.    Port's    S  125  ,  000. ,  000    project   at 
Commonwealth    °ier   by   water.       Ferries    could   easily 
handle;  the  projected   hundreds  of   thousands  of  yearly 
visitors   and  would  add   a   distinctive,    functional 
dimension  to   the  accessibility  of   both  projects. 
Shuttle   femes   to   the   airoort  could  be  only   a   single 
component  in  an  extensive   harbor   ferry  network   to 
accommodate   commuters    from  tha  north  and   south,    workari 
at   the   shipyards   and  piers,    and  pleasure   travelers 
headed   for  tha  harbor  islands.      Docks  at  Charlastown, 
the  North   2nd.    South   Boston.    East  Boston  would   fill 
out   the   network   and   link   Boston's  waterfront   neighbor- 
hoods.     Tha   successful   South   Shore   ferry   system  should 
also   be  expanded. 

Soecial   buses   could   link   the    ferry   system  with 
existing   M.B .T. A.    lines    and   the    airport.      Exoress 
buses   with    luggage    carriers    could    take    travelers    from 
North   and   South   Stations    and   central   M.B.T.A.    stops 
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struction  cost  of  building  a  sour  to  a  functioning 
line,  and  would  eliminate  the  need  for  the  Mass.  Port 
bus.   Connecting  the  Red  Line  to  the  Blue  Line  at 
Charles  Street  and  expandinq  the' BLue  Line  north  to 
Lynn  would  also  make  it  easier  for  oassenqers  to  the 
west,  north  and  south  of  Boston  to  get  to  the  airport. 
-  The  State  should  also  expand  satellite  parking  areas 
near  major  highways  like  93,  95,  495  and  1  and  provide 
frequent  express  shuttle  bus  and  Limousine  service  to 
downtown  Boston  and  the  airport.   This  solution  would 
help  solve  both  a  traffic  problem  and  a  parking 
problem  m  the  Boston  area.   If  the  S.tate  actively 
publicizes  the  lots,  encourages  their  use .  and  clearly 
marks  them  on  the  highways,  many  more  commuters  will 
know  about  them  and  use  them.   Special  airport  shuttle! 
could  accommodate  luggage.   The  success  of  satellite 
lots  in  cities  as  nearby  as  Hartford,  Connecticut 
proves  that  people  will  keep  their  cars  out  of  a  con- 
gested city  if  there  are  incentives. 
-  Our  last  alternative  to  the  Third  Harbor  Tunnel  I  will 
say  is  a  major  one  is  to  introduce  and  implement  an 
extensive  ferry  network  while  the  City's  waterfront 
development  is  accelerating,  the  tremendous  public 
transportation  possibilities  of  the  harbor  remain  ur.- 
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directly  to  these  terries  headed  for  the  airport.   An 
extensive  oublic  ferry  network  linxed  to  existing  and 
expanded  public  transit  lines  would  be  a  serious 
creative  solution  to  some  of  Boston's  transportation 
problems. 

The  East  Boston  Community  and  all  of    tne 
grouos  that  I  listed  earlier  in  the  coalition  statement  have 
been  very  active  in  pursuing  alternative  transportation.   Ha 
had  a  dream  for  a  long  time  and  the  dream  is  to  make  this 
City  a  better  city  to  live  in  and  to  work.   So  we  ascribed 
very  strongly  to  the  words  that  were  written  by  a  poet  which 
said,  "Hold  fast  your  dreams  for  if  dreams  die  life  is  but  a 
broken  wing  of  a  bird  that  cannot  fly.' 

I  also  would  like  to  say  that  the  state- 
ment from  the  members  of  the  coalition  are  very  Low-keyed 
tonight  and  they  are  meant  to  be  instructive  offering  creative 
solutions  from  a  very  bad  traffic  problem.   Why  we  are  very 
calm  and  we  are  very  deliberative  in  our  statement  and  have 
done  a  of  the  research  on  this  whole  issue,  we  want  the  State  I 
officials  and  the  Federal  officials  who  hear  and  who  will  readl- 
our  reDort  not  ;ust  to  listen  to  words  that  we  recite  here 
tonight  which  are  very  calm  and  cool  and  it  is  done  deliber- 
ately, we  also  want  you  to  listen  to  tha  undertone  that  is 
here . 


3-S1 


we  are  speaking  with  a  passion  here  to- 
night and  the  underlying  one,  the  undertone  to  our  very 
creative  businesslike  approach  and  we  will  not  let  our 
■ronments  and  solutions  end  here  or  end  with  the  City '  s  process 
af  the  final  E.  I .  R.   'Ve  intend  to  pursue  our  solutions  to 
the  traffic  problems  of  Boston  beyond  tonight's  meeting  and 
the  final  E.I-R.   Thank  yau. 

MARIE  CARGILL:   The  next  speaker  will  be 
Mr.  Ray  Flynn  who  is  the  Boston  City  Counselor  and  candidate 
for  mayor. 

RAY  FLYNN:   One  of  my  concerns  about  the 
so-called  Third  Harbor  Tunnel  it  seems  like  I  have  spent  most 
of  my  time  in  Boston  legislature  and  City  government  fighting 
for  concerns  for  people  in  East  Boston  and  South  Boston.   Iron- 
ically we  are  here  once  again.   Let  me  say  that  I  think  that 
it  is  really  a  salacious  argument  to  state  that  we  have  these 
federal  transportation  moneys  so,  therefore,  we  should  take 
advantage  of  them  to  build  this  third  harbor  crossing  all 
across  the  city.   I  for  those  of  us  who  are  aware  of  the 
notice  know  the  deteriorating  bridges  and  roads,  our  public 
transoortation  system,  M.B.T.A.,  is  in  thastate  of  chaos.   We 
know  that  people  are  not  taking  the  public  transportation  into 
the  City  of  Boston. 

For  ma  to  get  into  City  Hall  from  my  home 
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munity.      We   are   very  much   in   favor  of  alleviating   traffic,    we 
are  very  much   in   favor  of  alleviatinq   the  congestion   through 
the   streets  of  South   Boston  and  East  Boston  and   the  Southeast 
Expressway  but  what   I    think  we  ought   to  do,   we  ought   to 
improve   the  bridges  and   improve   the   roads   that  are   impassable 
at   this  particular   time  and  provide  moneys    for   improved  and 
safety  on   scheduled  transportation   systems.. 

I  think  depressing  of  the  Central  Artery, 
of  course,  is^ong  overdue  and  that  Artery  is  in  horrendous 
condition. 

The  Third  Harbor  Tunnel  in  my  opinion  would 

not  provide  the  kind  of  relief  chat  some  of  the  planners  are 

talking  about  so  I  want  to  join  in  this  coalition  once  again 

and  I'm  disappointed  that  there  are  not  more  people  here  to 

express  this  opposition  because  of  the  hearings  that  you  had  on 

this,  there  have  been  significant  opposition  to  it  and  I  want 

to  understand,  the  people  of  East  Boston  and  the  people  of 

South  Boston  are  making  it  very  clear  under  the  so-called  guise 

of  the  province  we  are  not  going  to  compromise  our  safety  and 

stability  of  our  neighborhood.   Thank  you  very  much. 

MARIE  CARGILL:   I  would  like  to  introduce 

the  next  3oeaker  as  Mel  King,  former  Representative  and  also 

candidate  for  mayor. 

MEL  KING:   Thank  you  for  the  record. 


I  have  to  go  through  densely  residential  areas  because  of  all 
of  the  bridges  providing  direct  access  to  City  Hall  are  not 
in  operation  and  again  the  argument  that  this  noney  is  avail- 
able, therefore,  we  should  advantaae  of  it. 

tn  my  opinion  it's  really  shortsighted. 
I  think  from  a  transportation  point  of  view  we  have  not  ade- 
quately addressed  the  issues,  the  transportation  of  smooth 
flow  of  traffic  out  of  the  City.   I  do  not  really  clearly 
understand  how  we  can  possibly  say  the  impact  on  the  communi- 
ties affected  will  be  minimal  and  at  the  same  tine  we  are 
seeing  a  fight  in  East  Boston  over  the  construction  of  a  huge  i 
airport  or  huge  hotel  in  a  densely  residential  community,  we 
are  seeing  efforts  of  communities  being  frustrated  because  of 
the  inability  of  the  government  to  provide  a  parking  freeze 
on  the  number  of  parkinq  spaces  in  East  Boston  and  we  are  also* 
seeing,  because  of  the  traffic  congestion,  people  refusing  to  j 


flock  traffic  or  reroute  traffic  so  that  it  does  not  impact 
the  East  Boston  community. 

My  impression,  and  it's  my  concern  here 
that  this  would  be  shortsighted,  it  would  not  really  provide 
the  kind  of  relief  that  transportation  are  talking  about.   I 
have  read  the  Environmental  Impact  Statement,  300  page  Impact 
Statement  and  I  do  not  see  how  it  is  going  to  —  how  it  is 
not  going  to  cause  a  severe  impact  on  the  East  Boston  com- 
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Mr.  Tierney  and  members  of  the  commission.   As  I  believe  the 
concerns  that  they  raise  fundamentally  were  correct  and  they 
needed  to  be  helped  to.   They  offer  alternatives  to  this 
committee  to  take  a  look  at,  they  have  expressed  some  concerns 
about  the  problems  that  they  will  be  facing  and  I  come  to 
suDport  them  but  also  to  raise  some  additional  questions  for 
consideration.   The  majority  issue  as  I  see  it  has  to  do  with 
the  question  of  the  airoort,  whether  or  not  there  is  any  kind 
of  growth  oolicy.   It  seems  to  me  that  it  is  for  us  to  continue 
on  a  global  approach  which  seems  to  be  the  policy  that  exists 
gobbled  up  in  line  and  gobbled  up  homes  and  it  makes  it  im- 
possible for  people  to  live  and  just  require  more  and  more  by-  j 
ways  of  transportation  for  access  to  it. 

It  is  not  clear  to  me  whether  or  not  there 
has  been  any  regional  approach  to  look  at  the  issue  of  need 
for  either  the  depression  of  the  Artery  or  the  Third  Harbor 
Crossing,   when  I  raise  that  question  in  the  light  of  time 
meaning  this  thing  will  be  completed  maybe  by  the  year  2000, 
then  what  is  the  need  going  to  be  then  in  terms  of  whether  or 
not  people  are  going  to  have  the  kind  of  fuel  for  their  auto- 
mobiles, whether  or  not  the  energy  shortage  is  going  to  be  so 
acute  given  the  kind  of  trends  that  there  won't  be  the  kind  of 
trains  and  the  number  of  automobiles  that  it  will  be  using  but 
I  think  what  is  most  alarming  about  it  is  the  level  of  central- 
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ization  chat  we  see.   The  centralization  on  the  airport,  the 


centralization  in  terms  of  downtown  and  I  find  this  is 
frightening  and  it  is  interesting  that  even  the  rush  answer 
in  terms  of  their  economic  analysis,  the  problems  that  we  are 
facing  in  this  society  have  understood  the  importance  of 
decentralizing  and  I  think  that  is  a  serious  gap  in  the 
planning  orocesa . 

I  see  it  here  in  the  City  of  Boston  and  I 
||  think  it  would  be  important  to  get  some  decentralization  of 
I  thebuildinga  that  are  going  up  downtown.   They  need  to  be 
|   sore-ad  out  in  ways  across  the  City  and  I  think  to  do  that  it 
!j  would  alleviate  the  need  for,  as  far  as  I  understand  it,  50 
lj  percent  of  those  cars  who  come  into  downtown.   I  think  we 
talked  about  Downtown  Crossing  and  we  want  to  expand  it.   I 
think  we  need  to  say  to  them  if  we  can  get  the  resources 
allocated  in  other  parts  of  the  City  so  that  we  have  balanced 
it  in  the  City  but  I  think  as  the  State,  we  need  to  talk  about 
balanced  develooraent. 

I  think  w«  need  to  look  at  what  is  happening 
with  this,  with  respect  to  Springfield,  Worcester  and  whether 
or  not  we  can  do  something  about  the  satellite  import  in  other 
oarts  of  the  Commonwealth  because  we  ought  to  be  talking  about 
balanced  development  across  the  Commonwealth  as  well. 

This  reminds  me  of  the  time  poverty,  there 


be  a  change  that  will  not  meet  the  kind  of  community 

that  we  know  of,  a  healthy  community  providing  rich  heritage 

and  it  seems  to  ne  that  what  we  miss  in  this  society  and  in 

this  culture  is  the  importance  of  continuity  and  with  the 

approach  that  I  see  here  we  are  about  to  destroy  culture  and 

continuity. 

Development  has  to  be  seen  in  human  terms, 
what  does  it  mean  to  the  people  and  if  the  road  does  not 

affect  the  growth  of  the  people,  if  it  does  not  make  for  the 

/ 
building  of  a  community,  if  it  disrupts  and  destroys  com- 
munities then  it  is  not  development  and  it  is  destruction  and 
it  is  the  same  as  if  we  had  a  bomb  that  was  dropped  on  these 
people  if  we  do  this  kind  of  thing. 

So  I  think  in  development  in  human  terms 
and  not  in  bringing  in  water  and  steel  kinds  of  materials, 
we  need  growth  in  the  community  and  building  of  people  and  not 
in  building  of  steel  and  concrete  which  will  destroy  the 
oeoDle  and  the  very  reason  that  it  is  supposed  to  be  developed 
on  thac  basis.   I  would  say  let's  not  build  that.  Iaz   us  look 
through  alternatives  that  have  been  adequately  expressed  and 
look  at  regional  development  approach  and  decentralize  eco- 
nomically because  that  is  the  only  way  we  can  have  a  balanced 
growth  that  we  need.   Thank  you. 

MARIE  CARGILL:   The  coalition,  since  its 
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was  a  lot  of  community  agencies  ane*  that  13  when  the  Federal 
Government  said  we  have  this  kind  of  funds  available  for  you 
then  you  have  to  chanae  what  you  are  cioinq,  then  the  community 
agencies,  in  order  to  get  that  money  will  do  what  the  Federal 
Government  says.   It  seems  to  me  that  is  -nat  is  hanoemr.g 
here.   That  there  has  always  been  a  commitment  and  -nayze    I 
should  not  always  say  always  there  has  been  that  commitment  or 
the  nart  of  oeoole  in  the  Dukakis  administration  m  which  he 
also  did  not  want  to  go  for  this  Third  Harbor  Tunnel  out  it 
seems  to  me  they  have  been  forced  to  tie  in  the  resources  fcr 
the  depressed  Artery  with  the  Third  Harbor  Tunnel  and  that  is i 
something  that  I  understand  is  not  coming  out  of  this  admin- 
istration as  a  direction  but  it  is  coming  from  those  seoo^e 
who  have  the  kind  of  influence  with  the  Federal  Government, 
it  seems  to  me  we  ought  to  just  say  no  to  that  kind  of  an 
aporoach  where  somebody  is  saying  we  ought  to  plan  in  the 
direction  that  we  know  is  not  in  the  best  interest  of  us  so 
that  we  can  get  the  dollars  to  do  it. 

It  seems  to  me  we  ought  to  stand  up  to  the - 
Department  of  Transportation  and  say  if  it  is  important  to  do: 
one  we  do  it.   I'm  not  sure  it  is  important  to  do  either  of 
them  because  I  think  it  is  going  to  have  a  very  drastic  imoac': 
on  the  North  End  community  and  I  think  that  the  fact  is  that 
this  undergoing  change  right  now  will  accelerate  and  it  will 


inceotion,  has  tried  to  keeo  the  lines  of  communication  open 
to  both  the  State  and  City  officials  involved  in  the  study  and 
also  to  the  technicians  involved  in  the  joint  venture  pronosal 
It  is  in  this  spirit  of  coooeration  and  with  a  serious  desire 
to  convince  those  officials  and  technicians  with  these  ideas 
and  comments  we  thoroughly  believe  to  be  the  best  solution  for 
the  City  and  State  transportation  problems.   Me  have  prepared 
the  fallowing  presentation.   We  will  submit  these  comments  by 
oral  comments  but  we  will  also  fulfill  written  obligations 
later  on  in  the  month.   We  t\ave   divided  our  comments  in  a 
series  of  ways  both  by  alignment  for  the  tunnel  and  by  cate- 
gories for  the  generic  comments  as  it  relates  to  ail  of  the 
study  and  not  to  specific  alternatives  or  alignments.   Our 
first  speaker  on  comment  will  be  Robert  Edding  wno  is  the  vicei 
president  of  Jeffries  Point  Harborside  Neighborhood  Asso- 
ciation. 

ROBERT  EDDING:   Thank  you  and  good  evening. 
It  is  my  privilege  to  present  a  general  comment  an  behalf  of 
the  coalition  against  the  Third  Harbor  Tunnel  alignment  from 
East  Boston  ;AirDort.  Jeffries  Cove  or  Conrail)  would  be  a 
stimulus  for  airport  growth.   This  growth  would  cause  furtner 
encroachment  of  airport-related  industries  into  the  East  3oston 
community.   The  additional  traffic  generated  oy  another  tunnel 
would  also  have  an  adverse  imoact  on  our  neighborhood  streets 
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which  jre  already  overloaded  with  airport-related  vehicles; 
L.e.,  airfreight  trucks,  car  rentals,  shuttle  vans  and  buses 
taxis  and  airport  customers. 

A  tunnel  connection  to  C-l  is  shifting 
congestion  further  north  to  Bell  Circle,  Revere.   This  would 
make  a  future  connection  to  9oute  95  inevitable. 

The  tunnel  fabrication  sight  in  Lynn  as 
described  will  adversely  impact  wetlands  affecting  mussel 
flats,  fish  and  water  fowl.   This  should  be  addressed  more 
seriously  and  in  depth. 

Any  new  tunnel  would  encourage  people  to 
use  cars  rather  than  mass  transportation.   A  regional  trans- 
oortation  system  must  be  developed  towards  the  use  of  a 
balanced  system  which  will  not  remove  uses  from  mass  transit 

What  is  the  content  of  dredged  material? 
What  route  will  be  used  to  dispose  of  it?   How  will  it  be 
transported  out  of  the  work  area?   This  wai  not  adequately 
addressed  and  is  a  serious  environmental  issue. 

The  report  is  too  judgmental,  and  makes 
assumptions  without  adequate  data. 

Not  adeauate  addressed  is  water  seepage 
during  construction.   Our  present  sewer  system  is  antiquated 
and  is  not  adequate  to  accommodate  much  more. 

A  concern  that  was  raised  and  not  addressee 
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I  and  ventilation  are  not  adequately  addressed  and  this  would  be 
a  continued  burden  for  the  Commonwealth  taxpayers. 

Where  does  the  excess  material  from  the 
Artery  and  tunnel  construction  go  for  disDosal?   It  is  stated 
that  some  will  be  removed  by  truck  on  roads  connecting  to 
Route  1-A.   This  is  not  adequately  addressed,   aoute  1-A  to 
where?   Much  more  must  be  included. 

If  alternative  6  is  depressed  Central 

Artery  only  tno  new  tunnel) ,  why  are  provisions  being  orooosed 

/ 
for  connections  to  and  from  a  future  third  harbor  crossing  in 

both  the  Fort  Point  Channel  area  and  in  the  vicinity  of  South 

3ay? 

Alternative  1,  which  addresses  impacts  of 
redecking  of  the  Central  Artery,  did  not  include  improvements 
to  the  approaches  of  the  existing  Callahan/ Sumner  Tunnels  and 
improvements  to  Cross  Street. 

A  two-way  tunnel  to  the  airport  should  be 
fully  addressed  in  the  final  E.I.S./E.I.R. 

There  should  be  an  increase  in  the  tolls 
of  the  Callahan/Sumner  Tunnels  to  provide  for  a  free  annual 
sticker  program  for  East  Boston  residents.   There  should  be 
sale  of  tokens  rather  than  tickets  to  motorists  to  relieve 
toll  booth  congestion.   This  should  be  investigated  to  deter- 
mine the  effect  on  traffic. 
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was  that  10,030  qallon3  of  sanitary  seweraqe  will  be  disposed 
of  through  on-site  systems  and  through  oubl ic  sewerage 
3ystems. 

Another  concern  that  was  ra isea  and  not 
addressed  is  the  use ,  storage,  and  disposal  of  hazardous 
materials  during  construction  which  include  explosives  and 
oil-based  materials. 

All  traffic  studies  were  conducted  prior 
to  the  implementation  of  one-way  tolls.   This  needs  to  be  re- 
studied  based  on  the  one-way  toll  system  now  in  effect. 

It  was  stated  that  there  will  be  an  in- 
crease in  the  T  ridership  during  construction.   Can  the  T 
carry  the  additional  people?   Has  this  been  reviewed  and 
studied? 

Exoandino  mass  transit  should  be  considered! 

I 

to  determine  whether  it  would  provide  more  permanent  3003 
than  constructions  jobs  Cor  the  immediate  area.   [Boston  and 
region) 

It  is  stated  that  there  would  be  displace- 
ment of  over  3,000  employees  due  to  taking  of  buildings. 
Local  relocation  of  these  businesses  is  vital.   Any  loss  of 
employment  in  the  area  is  critical,   9as  relocation  been 
studied? 

The  cost  and  amount  of  eneray  for  lighting 
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Give  M.B.T.A.  users  to  Logan  Airnort  incen- 
tives for  using  mass  transportation  (trains  and  buses  desiqned 
for  baggage  and  passengers  in  nindl .   Thank  you. 

MARIE  CARCILL:   The  next  speaker  will  be 
a  representative  of  East  Boston  fair  share  and  will  be  address- 
ing alternatives. 

EAST  BOSTON  REPRESENTATIVE  OF  FAIR  SHARE: 
It  is  our  understanding  that  alternatives  to  and  for  are  re- 
jected and  that  further  evaluation  of  a  railroad  alignment  for 
a  tunnel  is  not  warranted.   Since  they  are  carried  forward  in 
the  E.I.R.,  we  feel  it  is  necessary  to  list  some  brief 
comments: 

-  A  railroad  alignment  would  split  our  community  in  two. 

-  It  would  be  inevitable  to  use  our  neighborhoods  for 
additional  airport  use.   The  businesses  that  would  be 
forced  to  vacate  due  to  the  construction  of  the  tunnel 
would  need  to  relocate. 

-  Potential  for  changing  land  use  from  residential  to 
accommodate  dislocated  businesses  would  adversely 
affect  the  residential  quality  of  both  the  Jeffries 
Point  and  Ht.  Carmel  neighborhoods. 

-  During  the  construction  period  that  Me.  Carmel  area 
would  have  minimal  access  and  egress.   Mental  »nd 
physical  stress  would  be  placed  on  residents. 
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A  proposed  staging  area  on  the  East  Boston  piers 
would  have  severe  imoacts  on  the  elderly  and  handi- 
caoned  in  close  oroxmity:   Heritaae  Anartnents, 
Victory  Garden  ADartnents  and  Landfall  East  AQartnents. 
Immigration  Building  ic  72  ''arqinal  Street.   This 
elderly  housing  was  never  mentioned  in  the  report. 

-  The  vent  emissions  would  adversely  affect  these  sane 
elderly  and  handicapped  and  nany  other  residents  with 
heart  and  resoitory  diseases. 

Traffic  would  be  increased  on  our  local  streets  during 
::;nati  uction . 

The  potential  development  of  the  East  Boston  piers 
1  through  4  would  depreciate. 

-  The  potential  use  of  Fort  Point  Channel  would  also 
depreciate. 

Structural  impacts  to  buildings  from  pile  driving  not 

adequately  addressed. 

Several  local  businesses  affected  negatively. 

-  There  would  be  a  devaluation  of  property  resulting 
in  tax  losses  to  homeowners.   Lose  of  equity  and 
rental  income  not  adequately  addressed. 

Visual  aesthetics  would  be  destroyed. 

There  would  be  significant  environmental  impacts  not 

discussed. 


I  also  have  a  statement  from  the  East  Boston  Fair  Share. 

Dear  Sirs:   After  reviewing  the  D.E.I.S./ 
D.E.I. R.  and  the  S. D.E.I.S./S .O.E. I. R  we  have  prepared  the 
following,  for  your  review  according  to  the  Massachusetts 
Environmental  Policy  Act  (M.E.T.A.)  E.O.E.A.  No.  4325  and 
hereby  submit  them  for  consideration  and  response. 

Our  position  is  also  that  of  the  coalition 
against  a  third  tunnel  and  we  will  not  at  this  time  reiterate 
those  concern*.   However,  two  issues  have  come  uo  of  late 
which  warrant  further  investigation.   As  the  administration 
is  lobbying  for  the  support  of  the  business  and  labor  communi- 
ties, the  position  has  been  taken  that  the  Third  Harbor  Tunnel 
Interstate  90  project  is  inseoarable  from  the  Central  Artery 
Interstate  93  project.   It  is  our  understanding  that  the  Third 
Harbor  Tunnel  E.I.S./R  faces  a  September  30  completion  dead- 
line.  It  is  also  our  understanding  that  the  repair  or  re- 
construction of  the  existing  Artery  has  no  timeline  and  may 
require  further  review  and  study.   We  would  appreciate  a  clear 
position  from  the  Federal  Highway  Administration  on  the 
connections  between  funding  for  the  Central  Artery  project  and 
the  proposed  Third  Harbor  Tunnel.   Last  item  I  have  in  this 
letter  is  that  we  will  submit  is  that  these  hearings  are  being 
held  in  Faneuil  Hall  and  there  are  no  handicapped  access- 
ability.   He  fell  that  is  an  outrage.   There  are  plenty  of 
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There    would    be    an    iraoact   un    the    access    *o    the    East 

Boston   Memorial    Stadium   during    construction    and   after. 

East    Boston's    major    firehouse   on    Sumner    Street   would 

be   working    under    severe    nardshio    for    three    to    five 

years. 

No  realistic  olan  ls  presented  'or  building  bridges 

over  the  tunnel  construction  and  ccmoleted  tunnel . 

These  alternatives  are  in  the  flood  plain  since  the 

alignment  is  at  sea  level. 

The  air  quality  at  the  E.B.  Memorial  Stadium  would  be 

further  degraded. 

The  vibration  impacts  to  the  M.B.T.A.  Red  and  Blue 

Lines  not  adequately  addressed. 

-  This  is  the  most  destructive  alignment  during  and  aft- 
construction  to  the  local  area. 

No  inventory  was  presented  of  the  children  using  the 
local  streets  and  bridges  goinq  to  and  from  neighbor- 
hood schools,  one  parochial  school  and  on  Magnet 
School.   These  are  all  elementary  schools. 

-  water  seepage  during  construction  into  local  anti- 
quated sewers  not  addressed. 

Short  and  long-term  reduction  in  the  quality  of  life 
has  not  been  assessed. 

This  is  part  of  the  coalition  statement. 
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oeoole  who  would  come  here  tonight  who  are  not  able  to  walk 
jo  the  stairs  and  I  think  and  there  are  people  outside  that 
feel    that  way    also. 

The    discriminations    ire   a    large    number. 
Peoole   that  use   public   transportation   and  would   use    it   if   it 
were    in    better   condition    and   having   a    third    tunnel   would    not 
allow    the   moneys    used    to    better    the    M.B.T.A. 

I'm  not   really    3=aytng  on   this 
I'm  going  off   this  but   I   don't   care.      In   this   Globe   report 
vindicating)     it    states,    "East  3oston   opoonents    to    earlier 
tunnel   proposals   have  been   largely  won  over  by   several    factors 
The   tunnel   as   now  envisioned  will   emerge   at   the   airport   rather 
than   in   the  midit  of   a   neighborhood.      Recreational    facilities 
will   actually   be   slightly  enlarged   and   adjustments    in  Logan 
air  traffic  will   be  subject   to   improved  sound  buffering." 
The  writer,    the  editor  of   this   article   had  better  wake   up. 
Even   though  we  may   be   a  handful    tonight  we   know   it   is   hot. 
we   are    tired.      We    don't  want    the    tunnel    in    this    package    deal 
and   it   is   ridiculous   and  we   are   in   number   so    the   editorial 
Globe  wake   up. 

MARIE   CARGILL:      Alternative    3.     5    and    3-A 
will    be    commented    upon    by    Mr.    Robert    Dimmgo . 

ROBERT    DIMINGO:       First  of    all    I    would    like 
to    discuss    alternative    3   whicn    is    Third    Harbor  Tunnel    from 
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Fort  Point  and  alternative  5,  Channel  to  Jeffries  Cove/Airport 
'j  ,  M  icrunent  and  alternative  3 -A,  Central  Artery  deDression  with 
Third  Ha  rbor  Tunnel  via  Fort  Point  Channe 1 . 

During  the  construction  of  Jeffries  Cove 
i   Alignment,  Porno  Park,  Jeffries  Yacht  Club  and  Jeffries  Cove 
in  general,  will  be  adversely  impacted.   The  Yacht  club  will 
be  idle  for  too  long  in  all  likelihood  forcing  it  to  go  out  of 
business.   This  is  the  oldest  chartered  yacht  club  on  the  East 
Coast.   The  construction  of  the  proposed  Bird  Island  Plata 
Park  would  probably  be  delayed  or  hindered  in  its  development 
If  developed,  access  from  the  neighborhood  will  be  discon- 
tinued during  the  construction  period  of  three  to  five  years. 
Bast  Boston  Memorial  Stadium,  protected  by 
Section  4  { T)  ,    will  be  disseminated  by-  the  construction 
period  and  some  land  would  be  taken.   The  stadium  land  was 
transferred  to  the  City  of  Boston,  Parks  and  Recreation 
Deoartment,  in  1954  by  the  Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts  in 
exchange  for  two  city-owned  recreational  facilities,  World  War 
Memorial  Park  (65  acres  -  taken  from  a  runway)  and  Amerena 
Playground  (taken  for  airport  postal  operations).   This  was 
required  for  air-sort  expansion.   The  stadium  represents  more 
than  50  percent  of  East  Boston's  recreational  facilities. 
Some  of  the  activities  at  the  stadium  are:   track,  tennis, 
football,  baseball,  basketball.   Tot  Lot.   Uses  of  the 
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In  many  areas  there  may  be  structural 
damage  to  prooerty  during  construction.   How  will  this  be 
addressed  in  the  final  E.I.R./E. I .S.?   How  much  money  will  be 
set  aside  to  comoensate  for  these  damages?   How  will  damage  be 
assessed? 

The  impact  on  Gillette  Company  could  be 
significant  due  to  construction  vibration  and  water  use. 

The  M.B.T.A.  is  not  adequately  addressed 
under  these  alternatives.   No  allowance  is  made  for  an  ex- 
tension of  the  Blue  Line  to  the  airport  terminals  or  access 
during  construction. 

How  will  the  Blue  Line  be  affected  during 
construction? 

Not  adequately  addressed  were  the  impacts 
on  the  water  quality  of  Jeffries  Cove  during  and  following 
construction.   Thank  you. 

MARIE  CARCILL:   I  will  state  alternative  5-Ai 
It  is  stated  that  there  will  be  an  additional  17,000  cross- 
harbor  trips  per  day  but  traffic  impacts  in  East  Boston  not 
discussed. 

Toll  increase  is  inevitable.   It  is  stated 
that  toils  may  be  subsidized  by  the  State.   It's  not  realistic 
to  believe  that  the  State  will  subsidize  the  motorists. 

By  implementing  a  higher  toll  for  the  Third 
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stadium  include :   mental  ly  reta  rded  grouos ,  "lew  England 
Soccer  Team,  T  ball  teams,  Little  League  and  Minor  Leaaue 
aaseball  teams.  Revere  Lancers,  APAC  3ay  Camp  and  for  general 
recreation .   What  accommodations  will  be  made  to  accommodate 
the  uses  and  the  user3? 

Fol lowing  construction  tne  users  of  the 
stadium  will  be  exposed  to  an  increase  in  impacts  on  the 
ambient  environment  already  heavily  inoacted  from  the  enu- 
merable transportation  facilities  encircling  the  stadium. 
Has  the  air  quality  been  addressed  adequately  at  this  location? 

The  vent  structure  Drooosed  at  the  end  of 
Maverick  Street  has  serious  negative  environmental  impacts 
especially  on  the  elderly  and  the  residential  community. 
The  toll  plaza,  adjacent  to  the  vent 
structure,  generates  and  concentrates  nollutants  creating 
another  hotspot. 

The  new  traffic  from  a  four-lane  tunnel 
emptying  into  the  airport  roadway  hasn't  been  adequately 
addressed.   It  cannot  die  on  the  airport  and  will  inevitably 
lead  to  additional  road  construction  to  tie  into  C-l. 

Fort  Point  Channel  would  be  adversely 
impacted  by  a  tunnel  alignment .   There  would  be  severe  physical! 
impacts  on  the  Channel.   while  other  cities  in  the  world  are 
creating  man-made  channels ,  we  are  destroying  a  natural  beauty 
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harbor  crossing,  traffic  will  continue  on  to  the  Callahan/ 
Sumner  Tunnels. 

If  there  is  a  decrease  in  the  use  of  the 
Callahan/Sumner  Tunnels,  there  would  be  a  loss  in  revenue  to 
the  existing  tunnels,  which  are  bonded. 

Following  construction  of  a  third  harbor 
crossina,  it  is  stated  that  there  will  be  a  loss  of  T  rider- 
ship  and  a  loss  of  Mystic  Tobin  Bridge  users.   The  foregone 
conclusion  is  that  we  are  enticing  people  to  use  private  cars 
rather  than  public  transportation. 

Alternative  5-A:   Design  modification. 

The  summary  of  significant  environmental 
impacts  chart  does  not  have  this  alternative  listed. 

Data  not  covered:   Air  quality,  noise  and 
vibration,  traffic  impact,  water  resources,  land  use  and 
economic  impacts,  dredge  material  disoosal,  historic  re- 
sources report,  public  particiation,  archeological  3urvey 
report. 

when  will  these  be  addressed?   In  what  form 
will  they  be? 

The  temporary  relocation  of  Eastern  Air- 
lines satellite  gate  facilities  during  the  construction 
phasing  must  be  addressed  in  the  F.E.I.5./F.E.I.R. 

Will  a  separate  3tudy  be  required  to  access 
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:he  Lmnacts?   Will  temoorary  become  oermanent? 

This  alternative  may  be  impossible  to 

construct  due  to  the  following  reasons? 

A  :our  and  a  half  year  construction  period 
from  water's  edge  to  the  terminal. 
High  dust  accunulation  on  aircraft  engines.   The 
lives  of  the  flying  public  would  be  at  stake 
because  of  nrobable  engine  malfunction  or  dust  on 
critical  control  surfaces  and  equipment. 
Working  hours  would  be  severely  curtailed  due 
to  safety  issues. 

-  What  process  will  be  used  to  control  dust? 

-  Will  harmful  substances  be  used  in  the  process? 

The  negative  impacts  on  the  proposed 
development  of  the  Massachusetts  Technology  Center  on  Bird 
Island  Flats  must  be  fully  addressed  and  mitigated. 

Is  this  a  new  alternative  or  another  align- 
xent  within  an  alternative? 

Traffic  analysis  indicates  that  through  at 
least  2010  there  is  no  need  for  more  than  one  lane  in  each 
direction  yet  a  four-lane  is  the  preferred  design.   Four  lanes 
invites  diverted  traffic  and  induces  more  traffic  over  the 
long  run. 

Present  design  calls  for  direct  access  on 


ainort. 

The  reuse  of  East  Boston  land  from  which  those 

businesses  will  relocate  in  a  manner  which  is 

compatible  with  and  imnroves  our  neighborhoods. 

A  solution  to  our  Day  Square  truck  traffic  problem 

Route  1-A  and  Chelsea  connectors. 

The  elimination  of  the  opoortunity  for  non-East  3oston 

oriented  traffic  to  use  East  Boston  streets. 

we  see  no  evidence  of  analysis  of  the 
/ 

location  of  the  vent  stack.   we  are  unable  at  this  point  to 

determine  how  damaqing  the  emissions  will  be. 

Especially  through  the  design  of  hook-ups 
to  1-A,  East  Boston  Stadium  may  have  four  F  impacts  and 
certainly  will  have  more  traffic  circulating  around  it. 

It  has  been  stated  that  tunnel  construction 
will  begin  before  the  depressed  Artery  construction.   This 
leads  to  a  five-year  olus  period  in  which  the  new  and 
existing  tunnels  would  serve  as  a  displayed  Central  Artery  ™ 
anacceotable.   The  effects  of  this  construction  chase  have 
not  been  studied. 

The  next  soeaker  will  be  Mr.  James  Casey 
who  13  reo resenting  the  Clobe  Street  Citizens  Committee .   He 
will  talk  on  public  particioation/information  concerns  on 
water  quality,  land  use  and  economic  impact  and  traffic  imoactst 
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the  East  Boston  side  to  Route  1-A.   This  traffic  diversion  frojl 
Tobin  Bridge  to  tunnels  is  undesirable  fsr  residents  ;f  -r.-s 
traffic  corridor.   Moreover,  Route  1-A  ls  ir.aaeauate  ;n  cesi:;n 
to  handle  local  traffic,  present  tunnel  traffic,  jnc  a  r.h-  —* 
tunnel's  traffic.   The  inevitable  is  massive  concestion  on 
Route  1-A  in  Ease  3oston  and  Revere.   The  -ndesiraole  and 
unacceptable  consequences  seen  to  be  the  changing  of  Poute  .-A 
to  Interstate  design. 

At  present.  East  Boston  suffers  from  tnree 
very  harmful  impacts  of  Logan  Airport  and  the  existing  tunnels: 

-  Airoort  traffic  uses  local  streets  to  avoid  queues, 
putting  the  health  and  safety  of  our  residents  in 
jeopardy. 

-  Because  of  easy  access  to  our  neighborhoods,  many 
business  -  especially  oarkina  lots,  rent-a-cars 
and  freight  forwarders  have  begun  to  refrain  from 
locating  on  Looan  and  are  now  in  our  .neighborhood. 

-  Daily  commuters  from  the  northern  suburbs  a. so  use 
our  local  streets  in  An  effort  to  avoid  the  queues 
on  Route  1-A. 

The  study  did  not  include  a  review  of: 

-  The  closure  of  Porter  and  Maverick  Streets  to  Logan 
Airoort. 

-  Relocation  of  airport-reiated  business  onto  the 


JAMES  CASEY:   Public  oarticination/ 
information .   Const  derma  the  sceoe  and  potential  impact  of 
this  nroject,  holding  only  two  working  committee  meetings 
since  the  addition  of  the  new  alternative  seems  too  few  to 
address  the  impacts,  concerns  and  issues. 

Is  there  a  listing  of  other  meetings? 

What  other  meetings  wil 1  be  neld? 

How  will  jndated  timely  interna  tier,  oe  disseminated? 

The  information  oresented  in  the  supole- 
mental  draft  C.I.S./E.I.R.  is  too  difficult  to  understand  in 
order  to  make  rational  choices. 

The  information  is  too  technical  for  this 
stage  of  the  process. 

The  s tudy  is  not  readable  in  the  to ta 1 
oackage  as  it  has  not  been  adequately  coordinated. 

There  was  an  inadequate  number  of  copies 
of  the  supplement  distributed.   Some  copies  were  received  two 
weeks  orior  to  their  public  hearing.   Did  this  provide  enough 
time  to  adequately  review  the  material?   This  report  is.  as 
you  know,  two  sets  of  300  page  cooks  as  well  as  seven 
aooendices  and  four  suDportive  reports. 

The  technical  information  is  confusing  to 
lay  people  and  some  knowiedaeaole  technicians . 

I  am  also  going  to  add  at  the  end  of  this 
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publtc  oarticipation  section  to  reiterate  that  the  State 
Transportation  Deoartment  is  either  purposely  or  by  inference 
cemetrating  a  fraud  on  the  Dublic  that  both  the  Third  Harbor 
Tunnel  and  the  Central  Artery,  after  havina  a  decision  by 
SeDtemDer  30,  I  would  like  to  read,  at  Least  the  first  oara- 
graoh  of  sage  2  of  the  suoplement  of  draft,  the  State  in  fact, 

i;   the  F.H.W.U.  has  determined  that  the  orooosed  action  is  made 
'     up  of  two  projects,  the  Third  Harbor  Tunnel  and  the  Central 
Artery-   The  third  oro^ects  are  sufficiently  different  roles 

!|  and  indeoendently. 

I 

Rather  than  go  through  paragraph  2  and  3 
I  would  just  state  it  says  in  there  one  is  Interstate  project 
that  needs  to  have  by  September  30  and  the  other  is  classified 
as  non-Interstate  and  at  this  tine  there  has  been  no  in- 
formation brought  out  by  the  State  Department  Transoortation 
or  the  F.H.W.U.  that  this  has  to  be  addressed,  not  only  by 
SeDtember  30  or  by  any  deadline  date. 

Hater  quality:   The  tunnels  of  the  Central 
Artery,  South  Boston  seaport  access  road  and  third  harbor 
crossing  shall  require  cleaning  from  time  to  time.   How  will 
this  cleaning  take  place  as  the  pollutant  particles  shall  be 
washed  down  and  conceivably  be  put  into  the  sewer-drainage 
system  which  in  time  will  affect  our  water  quality.   The 
methods  of  cleaning  and  disposal  of  residue  should  be  addressed 
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in   the  decision-making   process. 

Several  Section   4    (P)    proprieties  are 
impacted: 

-  Paul    Revere   Landing  Park    in   the  North  Station  area. 
Charles   River   Reservation  and  others. 

-  Fort  Point  Channel. 

-  There  will   be   some  permanent   takings   and  some   temporary 
construction  easements. 

All   possible  aitigating  measures  must   be  explored  to 
minimize   harm.      A  process  must  be   implemented   to  allow 
affected  communities   to   participate   in  designing   the 
finished  product. 

Traffic:      South    End-Herald   Street,    East 
Berkeley   Street   not  adequately   addressed. 

Will  parking  be   replaced   in  down town /North 
End  areas   during  and   following  construction? 

What   accommodations  will   be  made    far   losses 
of   parking   spaces   during  construction?     Will   shuttle   service 
be   implemented? 

Is  a  Storrow   Drive   connector   included   in 
assumptions,    i.e.,    from  Mystic-Tobin  Bridge   to  Storrow   Drive? 

Who   approves  or  prohibits   use  of   tunnels 
as   hazardous   cargo   vehicle    routes?      Has   application  been  made 
for  use  of   these   routes? 
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in  all  three  tunnel  locations. 

The  new  alignments  of  5 -A  and  5 -A  modi  f led  ' 
should  be  tested  and  confirmed  relative  to  harbor  sediment  and. 
imoact  on  water  auality. 

As  stated,  dredging  will  take  place  over 
two  years  since  250  working  days  are  required  and  work  will 
not  oroceed  during  flounder  spawning  season  between  February  I1 
and  May  15.   Are  other  forms  of  marine  life  affected  by  this   : 
two-year  operation  due  to  the  change  in  the  water  quality? 

What  are  comments  from  fish  and  wildlife 
service  on  the  5-A  modified  alternative? 

Land  use-economic:   This  aspect  has  not 
been  studied  in  depth. 

There  must  be  rare  business  input  from  the  | 
immediate  areas  of  construction. 

-  There  will  be  aDproximately  12  years  of  construction 
spread  over  several  areas,  for  what  return  to  the 
business? 

-  Who  will  compensate  for  their  losses  during  construction 

-  There  will  be  potential  for  development  of  new 
developable  land.   This  land  could  be  turned  over  to 
the  City  for  tax  return  uses. 

Some  process  roust  be  implemented  for  interested 
community  people  to  participate  in  providing  input  and 
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How  will  hazardous  cargo  traffic  be  handled 
on  local  surface  streets? 

what  are  the  imoacts  if  a  third  harbor 
crossing  were  built  after  the  deoression  of  the  Central  Artery  ' 

The  new  Surface  Artery  has  not  been  ade- 
quately addressed,  as  it  will  become  a  new  Artery  rather  than 
a  local  street.   It  is  shown  as  a  three  and  four-Lane  roadway 
in  each  direction,  which  is  not  a  local  street.   Than*  you. 

MARIE  CARGILL:   The  next  soeaker  will  be 
Lucie  Parano  who  will  speak  on  air  quality/ventilation 
structures . 

LUCIE  PARANO:  Air  quality/ventilation 
structures:   Location  of  vent  structures  is  questionable  and 
roust  be  investigated  further. 

Cleaning  is  not  adequately  addressed.  This 
equipment  shall  have  a  concentration  of  oollutants  and  will 
require  careful  and  controlled  cleaning.   How  will  this  be 
monitored  and  by  whom? 

All  measurements  of  CO.  and  No.  2   were 
taken  under  ideal  design  conditions.   It  is  stated  that  if 
there  is  malfunctioning  of  the  ventilation  fans  there  could 
be  a  health  hazard.   Could  should  be  would.   The  procedures 
recommended  to  maintain  the  vent  system  must  be  followed  not 
should  be. 
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flow  is  acceptable  defined? 
Is  this  a  Federal  guideline?   Is  acceptable  the 
minimum  standard? 

If  sc,  we  cannot  accept  acceptable  because  then  the 
minimum  becomes  the  maximum. 

Visual/aesthetic  impacts.   The  study  makes 
j  udqments  that  areas  would  be  knitted  together  visually .   These 
decisions  should  be  made  by  the  affected  communities,  the 
North  End  -  they  may  feel  more  protected  by  the  walls.  ■ 

How  do  the  proposed  new  level  bridges  look 
from  the  Charles town  and  Beacon  Hill  neighborhoods? 

The  shadowing  effect  reduces  the  aesthetic 
quality  of  the  pedestrian  walkway  and  the  public  recreation 
value  of  the  area. 

What  is  the  visual  effect  across  the 
Charles  River? 

Not  adequately  addressed  are  the  adverse 
impacts  of  these  bridges  on  the  existing  and  oroposed  M.D.C. 
park  facilities  along  the  Charles  River. 

The  Port  Point  Channel  is  visually  affected 
by  all  alternatives  and  must  be  addressed. 

The  vent  buildings  need  serious  study 
before  the  design  stage  to  investigate  alternative  forma  and/ 
or  solutions.   Thank  you  very  much. 


take  a  private  bus  every  day  to  go  to  the  school  because  Logan 
Airport  is  related  to  traffic  on  my  street.   You  should,  you 
say,  Mr.  Chairman,  you  need  a  third  harbor  tunnel?   Hall, 
Mass.  Port  does  not  have  a  can.   Mass.  Port  says  they  are  not 
the  City  so  therefore,  they  cannot  address  the  airport- 
related  business.   They  cannot  address  the  people  taking  the 
parking,  rent-a-car,  they  soread  through  our  streets  and  even 
endanger  our  lives  and  break  up  our  streets  and  we  pay  for  it. 

Mass.  Port  also  states  that  they  are  not 
/ 
addressing  the  Logan  Airport.   They  do  not  have  a  master  plan. 

They  do  not  have  a  can  and  they  are  proposing,  along  with  the 

State  administration,  a  third  harbor  tunnel,  four  lanes  or 

less.   In  return  for  thee  they  will  give  us  soma  parking  land, 

that  Mass.  Port  stole  from  East  Boston  a  few  years  ago.   That 

is  not  acceptable.   Mass.  Port  has  to  be  controlled.   Mass. 

Port  can  no  longer  grow. 

A  third  harbor  tunnel  for  Mass.  Port  is 

a  destruction  of  East  Boston.   Once  and  for  all  I  think  our 

elected  officials,  Department  of  Public  Works,  Federal  Highway 

Administration  should  realize  the  r-oneys  for  transoortation 

should  be  for  us.   The  peoole  -hat  are  contributing  and  not 

Mass.  Port.   They  have  olenty  of  money  Lf  they  need  a  tunnel 

to  build  it  themselves  and  that  East  Boston  will  still  fight 

to  make  sure  that  Logan  Airport  does  not  affect  us  any  longer. 
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MARIE    CARGILL:       Thank    you.       We    will    now 
move    into    some   more   comments.      These    are   made    by    aookesoeoole 
who    reoresent    area    neighborhood   qrouos    ;n    East    Boston.       First 
is    Gina   Scalcione   who    is    president  of    the    Citizen    Committee. 

THE   COMMISSIONER:      Before    you    testify    I 

would    like    to    take   a   one-minute    oreak    to    find  out   how  many 

peoDle    are    signing    ud    because  we    have    to    leave   here    at   eleven 

o'clock    tonight.      So   will    you   excuse   me    for   a   minute. 

(Whereupon   a    short    recess 
was    then    taken.) 

GINA  SCALCIONE:      My   name    is   Gina   Scalcione 
and    I    am   a    member   of    the   Coalition   against    the  Third   Harbor 
Tunnel.       I    live    approximately    1,000    feet    from   Logan  Airport, 
we    have    been    fighting    the    tunnel    for  many    years    as    I    see    tne 
traffic    coming    through   my    neighborhood  and   my    home  - 

I    would    like    to   go    into    detail.       Logan 
Airport    in    East   3oston,    the   oast   couple    of   days    people    and 
elected  officials   have   stated   if    the   tunnel    goes    through  Logan: 
Airport   it   is   not   really,    in    fact.    East   Boston.      Well,    I   would 
like  to   explain  a    little   bit  about  what   East   Boston   is   about. 
East    Boston    is    never    an    East   Boston .      East    3a s ton    is    Logan 
Airport.       Logan    Airport    is    a    good    neighbor.       Logan    Airport 
also    has    one-third   of    the    business    related    in    our    community. 
My    children    live    less    than    three    blocks    from   tne    school,     they  ■, 
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We  will  fight  if  it  takes  forever  and  my 

children  will  fight  after  me  if  it  takes  forever.   Logan  Air- 

aort  has  to  be  stopped.   A  third  harbor  tunnel  is  not  for  East!' 

Boston.   It  is  for  Looan  Airport  and  oeople  in  the  suburbs . 

They  want  to  come  to  Logan  Airport  in  their  limousines  at  our 

exnense.   Enough  is  enough,  and  I  speak  for  many  thousands  zi   ■ 

people  from  the  Mt .  Carmel  and  Jeffries  Point  area.   They 

could  not  be  here  tonight  because  this  place  is  not  accessible « 

and  because  this  place  is  very  hot  tonight. 

I 
MARIE  CARGILL;   Now  Mr.  Samuel  OaPaulo  has 

some  comments  representing  the  Boston  Typographical  Union 

NO.  13. 

SAMUEL  DePAULO:   My  name  is  Samuel  OePaulo 
and  I  am  here  representing  Boston  Typographical  Union  No.  13. 
I  have  a  statement  which  I  would  like  to  read  before  you  this 
evening.   The  Boston  Typographical  Union  is  planning  to 
ooposa  the  construction  of  a  third  harbor  tunnel.   Although 
our  brothers  and  sisters  of  the  State  A.F.L./C. I .0.  and  the 
building  trades  unions  have  endorsed  this  project.   We  must 
voice  our  opposition.   As  union  members  we  must  state  our 
solidarity  with  the  community  where  --e  live,  and  those 
opposed  to  the  proposed  tunnel. 

3oston  needs  a  solution  to  the  complex 
regional  transportation  oroblem  that  reaches  beyond  the  needs 
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of  j  single  purpose  tunnel.   The  transit  alternatives  to  a 
tunnel  would  employ  more  Laborers,  carpenters,  electricians, 
olunbers  and  pipe  fitters,  structural  metal  workers,  tool 
makers,  metal  working  assemblers  and  plasterers. 

Transit  rehaoilitation  would  make  the 
greatest  use  of  resident  construction  labor  force.   Improving 
mass  transit  should  be  the  highest  priority  of  the  Dukakis 
administration.   The  availability  of  employment  for  many 
people  depends  not  only  on  whether  there  are  jobs  to  be  had. 
but  on  whether  workers  can  commute  to  potential  work  places. 
The  very  old  and  the  very  young  who  cannot  operate  automobiles 
the  very  poor  who  cannot  afford  them  depend  on  public  transit. 
For  others  who  can  choose  how  they  travel,  the  speed,  comfort 
and  convenience  of  public  transit  helps  them  decide  how  to  get 
to  work,  where  to  work  and  where  to  spend. 

Because  of  the  complexity  of  underwater 
tunnel  construction,  much  of  the  prefabrication  of  material 
will  be  outside  of  the  region,  and  the  labor  necessary  to 
assemble/construct  it  will  also  be  from  out-of-Stata. 

Ultimately,  the  needa  for  maintenance  and 
repair  of  roads  would  require  fewer  workers  than  compared  to 
the  long-terra  repair  and  rehabilitation  of  public  transit. 

For  those  reasons  and  those  also  stated  by 
other  members  of  the  coalition  against  the  tunnel,  "a  stand 
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that  the  number  of  small  projects  and  alternatives  will 

increase  the  number  of  jobs  and  spread  the  wealth  and  growth 

of  the  Commonwealth  finally.   East  Boston  was  once  rich  In 

residential,  now  we  are  left  with  small  percentages  of 

residential  houses  and  recreational  areas.   Our  community 

cannot  take  on  the  burden  of  a  third  harbor  crossing  that  will 

create  and  that  we  fear  that  the  crossing  will  lead  to  lessen 

quality  of  residential  life.   Thank  you. 

MARIE  CARGILL:   This  is  the  conclusion  of 
/ 
the  Coalition  against  the  Third  Tunnel's  report  and  comments. 

By  1990  traffic  projections  indicate  an  acute  time  in  rush 

hour  delay  of  19  minutes  between  Southampton  Street  and 

Charlastown  if  the  present  stay  is  still  in  effect.   A  third 

tunnel  drops  the  wait  merely  to  19  minutes,  seven  or  three 

tens  of  a  minute.   We  ask  should  the  Federal  Government 

through  the  State  invest  one  billion  dollars  for  three  tens 

of  a  minute  and  the  lives  of  every  commuter  going  to  or  coming 

from  Logan  Airport? 

In  the  year  2020,  according  to  other 

projections  will  we  see  three  congested  tunnels,  more  traffic 

on  our  local  streets  and  more  airport  encroachment  in  our 

neighborhoods?   In  the  2020  rather  will  we  hear  again  the 

cry  for  a  fourth  tunnel  to  relieve  our  transportation  problems 

we  hope  the  comments  voiced  here  tonight  ean  be  responded  to 


opposed  to  the  third  harbor  crossing.   Any  consideration  of  a 
tunnel  should  review  overall  Long-term  economic  impacts  which 
have  not  yet  been  addressed.   This  report  will  be  submitted  to 
the  Board  far  adoption. 

MARIE  CARGILL:   The  next  speaker  is  Paul 
Marquis  who  will  represent  and  address  issues  pertinent  to  che 
East  Boston  Harborside  Community  School. 

PAUL  .MARQUIS:   I  represent  the  East  aoston 
Harborside  Community  Council.   On  behalf  of  the  East  Boston 
Harborside  Community  School  Council  I  wish  to  express  our 
opposition  to  the  Third  Harbor  Tunnel.   It  is  something  we  can- 
not tolerate  an  additional  third  harbor  crossing.   The  com- 
munity will  be  severely  impacted  in  the  areas  of  the  public 
safety  and  health  as  a  result  of  the  increase  of  residential 
and  Mass.  Port.   The  study  documents  do  not  indicate  any  pre- 
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cautionary  measures  or  design  elements  that  address  this  issue 
Health  again,  exhaust  will  add  to  the  already  existing  poor 
air  quality,  again  to  guarantee  that  will  not  happen  in  regard 
to  economic  welfare  the  State  and  Federal  Government  fail  to 
send  any  federal  dollars  on  it.   A  number  of  deposits,  the 
alternatives  such  as  improvement  in  the  Central  Artery. 
Improved  public  transportation,  permanent  one-way  tolls  and 
extensive  ferry  network. 

On  the  issue  of  jobs  it  has  been  reoorted 
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in  a  satisfactory  fashion  and  we  further  hope  you  will  improve 
public  participation  at  all  levels  in  State  transportation 
planning  so  that  citizens  may  play  an  active  role  in  final 
transportation  decisions  which  permanently  affect  the  quality 
of  life  in  the  use  of  public  money.   Thank  you. 

THE  CHAIRMAN:   Thank  you.   I'd  like  to 
thank  all  the  members  of  the  Coalition  who  testified,   we 
would  Like  to  take  about  a  ten  minute  break  for  the  steno- 
grapher to  rest  his  fingers  and  for  others  who  would  like  to 
stretch.   We  have  four  people  I  believe  who  signed  up  to 
speak  in  the  next  hour  and  ten  or  fifteen  minutes. 

(Whereupon  a  IS  minute  recess 
was  then  taken.) 

THE  COMMISSIONER:   Before  we  go  on  to  the 
next  speaker  you  should  be  aware  that  we  will  be  open  until 
eleven  o'clock  tonight  at  which  time  we  will  recess  until 
eleven  o'clock  tomorrow  morning  and  the  hearing  will  be  con- 
cluded at  eleven  o'clock  tomorrow  morning. 

There  are  no  scheduled  speakers  from  now 
on  except  for  three  people  who  are  signed  up  this  evening  and 
the  first  one  is  John  Kincaid. 

JOHN  KINCAID:   I  am  John  Kincaid  and  I  am 
a  director  of  sales  and  services  far  Eastern  Airlines  and  I 
would  like  to  read  a  statement  for  Eastern  Airlines. 
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Eastern  Airlines  supports  the  construction 
of  a  Third  Harbor  tunnel  if  it  will  Drovide  improved  vehicular 
access  to  the  airoort  tor  the  traveling  public,  and  in 
addition,  will  reduce  traffic  congestion  on  airport  roads  and 
on  neighborhood  streets.   Eastern  has  been  serving  Logan 
Airoort  for  a  long  time.   We  have  developed  an  excellent 
facility  here  and  have  no  desire  to  see  its  efficiency  eroded. 

After  attending  a  number  of  the  working 
sessions  and  after  reviewing  the  supplement  to  the  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  Report  we  are  very  concerned 
with  what  will  happen  to  our  airport  facilities  if  Alternate 
5-A  Modified  is  the  selected  alternative.   Three  of  our 
facilities  are  in  the  direct  path  of  the  tunnel.   New  buildingp 
at  least  equal  in  size  and  function,  must  be  built  on  the 
airport  to  replace  them. 

The  first  of  these  facilities  is  our  New 
England  reservation  center.   A  new  center  must  be  constructed 
at  a  site  remote  from  the  tunnel.   The  proposed  underpinning 
of  the  existing  building  is  unacceptable  as  the  computers  and 
telephone  switching  equipment  cannot  be  subjected  to 
vibrations  caused  by  construction  activity  or  by  traffic 
passing  through  a  completed  tunnel  under  the  building.   The 
associated  parking  lot  of  approximately  400  cars  must  also  be 
relocated. 
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or  two  nights.   This  includes  duplication  of  the  computer  and 
telephone  switching  equipment  in  the  reservation  center. 
In  addition  to  the  extensive  work  and 
relocations  required  for  these  three  facilities,  we  are  also 
concerned  about  our  terminal  and  hangar  operations  during  the 
construction  period.   The  temporary  concourses  must  be  built 
in  order  to  maintain  normal  flight  schedules.   One  concourse 
will  be  used  by  commuters  who  will  be  displaced  by  the  con- 
struction of  the  second  temporary  concourse,  to  be  used  by 

/ 
the  air  shuttle  aircraft.   Both  concourses  will  extend  from 

the  back  of  the  terminal  towards  the  south.   Shuttle  operations 
will  be  temporarily  relocated  to  the  second  concourse.   The 
temporary  commuter  concourse  will  demolished  and  the  com- 
muters will  be  relocated  to  the  present  shuttle  satellite. 
aoth  air  shuttle  and  commuters  will  be  returned  to  their 
original  locations  after  the  tunnel  is  completed. 

The  interchange  of  shuttle  and  the  commuter 
aircraft  is  required  to  allow  the  hangar  to  operate  24  hours 
a  day.   The  smaller  commuter  aircraft  parked  around  the 
shuttle  satellite  will  allow  L-1011  access  to  both  sides  of 
the  hangar. 

We  are  also  concerned  with  debris,  dirt, 
and  dust,  front  construction  work  so  close  *o  operating  air- 
craft.  Oust  can  cause  serious  damage  wnen  ingested  by  jet 
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The  second  of  these  facilities  is  our  air- 
freight building.   The  freight  operations  r^ust  oe  relocated 
temporarily  to  another  building  during  construction  of  the 
tunnel .   The  present  building  will  be  removed.   After  sack* 
filling  of  the  tunnel,  our  airfreight  buildings  can  oe  rebuilt 
on  the  same  site .   The  tunnel  sections  will  be  designed  to 
support  a  three  to  five  story  structure.   He  recognize  that 
there  is  no  direct  roadway  access  down  on  the  drawing  between 
the  inbound  airport  road  and  the  new  Bird  Island  Flats  road. 
But  we  also  know  that  this  must  be  changed  before  the  project 
is  completed,  in  order  to  prevent  *'l  t*e  Bird  Island  Flats 
traffic  from  circuiting  the  main  airport  road  system. 

The  third  facility  is  the  underground 
aircraft  fuel  tank  system.   Some  of  these  tanks  can  be  re- 
located to  a  remote  site  leaving  several  tanks  and  the  pump.ng, 
system  in  place.   An  underground  suoply  pipeline  will  be  re- 
quired  between  the  two  cities  to  provide  a  method  o  f  trickle 
feeding  the  tanks  that  remain  in  place. 

The  operation  of  these  three  facilities 
cannot  be  interrupted  for  a  single  minute.   The  temporary  and 
permanent  buildings  replacing  these  facilities  must  be  built 
completely  furnished  and  upgraded  before  we  will  move  out  of 
the  existing  facilities.   In  all  cases,  the  duplication  of 
equipment  will  be  required  as  moving  will  be  phased  over  one 


engines.   It  will  be  necessary  to  take  every  precaution  known  ■ 
to  the  construction  industry  to  prevent  this. 

Finally,  we  understand  that  the  jost  of  alii 
relocations,  phased  construction,  temoorary  buildings,  special 
equipment  and  moving  expenses  will  be  a  part  of  the  overall 
budget  and  integral  part  of  the  project.   Eastern  Airlines 
will  not  oay  for  any  activities  caused  by  the  construction  of  . 
the  tunnel. 

THE  COMMISSIONER:   Thank  you.   The  next 
speaker  will  be  Cervan  Towfig. 

CERVAN  TOWFIG:   I  am  from  51  Concord  Avem^ 
Medford        I  am  here  as  an  engineer  and  concerned  citizen. I 
There  is  a  sixth  alternative  to  everything  that  has  been  said  i 
here  as  far  as  the  engineering  of  the  airport  is  concerned 
and  that  is  the  use  of  the  Tobin  Bridge.   Right  now  it  is 
possible  to  go  from  the  airport  via  to  the  Tcbin  Bridge 
except  we  have  to  go  through  some  business  district  areas 
and  that  are  suited  for  high-speed  traffic.   However,  at  the 
intersection  of  the  southbound  Iron  Street  and  Route  1  there  | 
is  always  a  traffic  congestion,  especially  in  the  morning 
which  is  absolutely  sometimes  goes  back  for  a  mile  on  Route  931. 
If  an  access  were  made  to  go  to  the  airport  by  via  the  Tobin 
Bridge  that  it  is  conceivable  that  one  third  of  ail  of  the 
soutbound  traffic  on  1-93  would  be  directed  to  go  to  the  air 
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oort    directly.       The    road    is    not    that   much    longer   and    the    fact 
13    that   on    the  way   back   you   also   bypass    all   of    ehe    tunnels    and 
ail   of   the   northbound  cars   and   traffic   can   take   the   route   to 
the   Tobin    Bridge    and  off   93    to    eliminate    that    problem. 

I   don't   know  why   this   has   never   been 
suggested.      The    route    has    been    used   by    many    commuters    includ- 
ing myself    for    years    and   years   and    it   can   be   very  quick    and 
it  can  be   very  easy    to   get   to   the  airport   that  way.      The    road 
is    Laid  out.      You  don't  need   a  billion  dollars    to  make    it. 
just  a    million    dollars   would  clean   up  what    is    available    right 
now  and  make  an   extra   access   to   the   airport  which  we  don't 
have   now.      Thank  you. 

THE   COMMISSIONER:      ThanJc   you    for   coming. 

I   think  we  exhausted  our   list   for  people  who  want  to   speak   30 

we  will    take   a   rest  until   someone   does  want   to   speak. 

(Whereupon  a   short   recess 
was    then   taken . ) 

THE   COMMISSIONER:       Robert 
ROBERT    D1CARA      =       I    am  a    candidate    for 
District  One  Boston  City  Council.      Therefore,    it   is    in- 
cumbent  upon  me  as   a  concerned  citizen  and  particularly   a 
concerned  candidate   to  come  here  and   voice  my  opinion   for  not 
only  ray  personal    feelings   but   the   community  of   East   Boston, 
North    End   and   I'm   sure    that  will    be   some    serious    impact  on 
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planning  of  a  bottom  line  that  the  Third  Harbor  Tunnel  will 
have  something  similar,  if  I  may,  a  gigantic  cul-de-sac  that 
will  allow  people  to  come  from  other  parts  west,  and  south 
of  Boston  that  do  not  live  in  this  community  of  East  Boston 
to  drop  off,  pick  up  passengers  at  Logan  Airport  and,  if  they 
wish,  to  take  an  airplane  trip  themselves  and  park  their  auto-i 
mobiles  within  the  vicinity  of  the  airport. 

From  what  I  understand  the  study  indicates  ] 
that  there  are  53  percent  of  the  automobile  traffic  that  go 
through  the  Callahan  Tunnel  is  airport  related,  therefore, 
the  Callahan  Tunnel  and  the  streets  of  my  hometown  of  East 
Boston  will  have  a  reduction  of  automobile  traffic  coming 
from  West  and  South  Boston  and  then  return  from  the  Sumner 
Tunnel  and  then  the  South  would  decrease  over  SO  percent  and 
therefore,  alleviate  some  of  the  traffic  that  is  now  too 
wrapped  up. 

The  people  from  the  North  End  part  of 
Boston  in  order  not  to  get  in  a  traffic  jam  use  our  community 
streets.   I  feel  if  we  have  this  type  of  tunnel  built  that  the] 
-eooie  from  the  northern   part  of  Massachusetts  that  come 
down  to  use  the  tunnel  would  stay  on  Route  C-l.   Therefore, 
East  Boston  would  have  less  traffic  and  yet  the  commuters 
from  south  and  west  of  the  city  would  be  able  to  get  to  the 
airport  more  quick.   As  far  as  the  Central  Artery,  that  is 
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Charlestown. 

I  would  be  neglecting  my  duties  although 
not  as  an  elected  official  but  a  prospective  elected  official 
not  to  be  here  tonight. 

If  I  may,  a  nebulous  position  to  date, 
because  I  feel  that  there  is  a  period  from  what  :  understand 
of  three  years  of  planning  to  do  a  combination  of  a  Central 
Artery  and  a  Third  Harbor  Tunnel  and,  therefore,  the  Tooin. 
The  picture  becomes  more  clear  to  myself  and  to  the  citizens 
of  these  communities  that  I  am  not  going  to  take  a  hard  and 
fast  position  but  I  do  have,  at  this  point,  an  idea  of  where 
I  want  to  go  as  a  person  that  would  be  representing  the  people 
of,  again  East  Boston  and  North  End  and  Charlestown. 

what  I  would  advocate  would  be  to  try  to 
say  to  the  East  Bostonians  and  the  North  End,  if  they  make 
a  decision  to  allow  a  Third  Harbor  Tunnel  to  be  built  and  a 
Central  Artery  to  be  built.  I  would  feel  that  certain  parts 
of  this  project  should  be  constructed  to  appease  them. 

Therefore,  I  have  my  own  concept  of  how 
the  central  Artery  and  the  Third  Harbor  Tunnel  should  be 
constructed.   The  Third  Harbot  Tunnel  in  my  opinion  if  built 
should  be  absolutely  surface  on  the  Mass.  Port  Authority, 
more  specifically,  the  area  called  Bird  Island  Flats.   I 
would  also  like,  within  the  time  frame  of  three  years  of 
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like  the  Third  Harbor  Tunnel,  a  multi-billion  dollar  project 
The  Third  Harbor  Tunnel  approximately  one  billion  dollars. 
From  what  I  understand  the  central  harbor  being  2.1  billion 
dollars,  again  I  believe  that  the  citizens  of  the  North  End 
deserve  some  kind  of  thank  you  and  once  again  I  reiterate 
what  I  said  at  oast  oublic  meetings,  although  not  official 
oublic  hearings  as  this  one,  that  I  would  like  to  see  com- 
munities have  an  ooportunity  to  have  serious  input  on  the 
topside  if  I  may  call  it  that,  development  of  the  tunnel.   If 
the  Central  Artery  is  depressed  and  becomes  a  tunnel,  the 
tooside  development  I  believe  should  include  to  say  thank  you 
to  the  North  End  people. 

Subsidized  housing  I  believe  should  in- 
clude multi-layer  parking  so  the  North  End  residents  and  North 
End  businesses  will  be  able  to  have  an  automobile  to  park  if 
they  live  there  and  the  businesses  will  be  able  to  have 
customers  that  will  have  a  place  to  park  so  that  they  can 
continue  in  their  livelihoods  of  more  than  likely,  restaurants 
and  that  kind  of  thing. 

Thirdly,  during  ny  campaign  I  have  found 
out  that  the  youthshava  no  gymnasium  facilities  and  I  would 
like  to  see  also  co  include  in  the  topside  development  a 
gymnasium  for  the  youths  in  the  North  End.   I  would  also  like 
to  see  on  that  topside  development  open  space  area  with 
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.ireenery  for  the  senior  ci  tizens  to  en]oy  in  the  better  months 
of  the  year  to  sit  out  on  the  park  benches. 

Finally  I  have  been  requested  by  the 
Cultural  Organization  of  the  North  End  to  speak  on  their 
behalf  in  terms  of  possibly  getting  a  cultural  center  built, 
some  kind  of  theatre  or  whatever.   I  feel  that  again,  two 
billion,  one  hundred  billion  dollars  is  a  lot,  an  awful  lot 
of  money  and  that  since  I  do  real  estate  developing  myself, 
I  feel  an  additional  20  or  40  million  dollars  to  do  this  type 
of  development  is  feasible.   I  don't  feel  that  although  the 
Department  of  Transportation  cannot  fund  topside  development 
it  will  and  that  I  received  requesting  my  attendance  at  the 
meeting  tonight  from  the  Secretary  of  Transportation  indi- 
cates that  the  Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts  does  want  input 
from  the  Community  regarding  topside  development. 

Therefore,  I  would  assume  he  is  telling  us 
that  there  will  be  moneys  available  from  some  source  if  not 
the  DeDartment  of  Transportation.   My  experience  tells  me 
that  the  Department  of  HUD,  Housing,  Urban  Development,  is 
possibly  a  source  for  money. 

The  Department  of  Commerce  under  which  has 
the  E.E.I.C.  programs  for  water  and  sewerage  lines  is  possibly 
a  source.   I  believe  that  the  Governor  of  Massachusetts  has 
under  the  present  community  plot  grants  given  to  various  aids 
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I  could  not  sit  back  and  watch  that  tyne  of  activity  take 
place.   I  want  to  be  a  friend  to  the  community.   I  want  to  be 
a  friend  to  this  administration  and  again  we  all  know  the  art 
zt   politics,  to  communicate  and  compromise  and  I  would  hope 
that  I  will  be  able  to  reason  with  this  administration  and 
reason  with  the  community  that  I  represent  so  that  everyone 
will  be  satisfied  to  the  best  of  our  abilities  if  I  may  in 
the  real  world  but  I  feel  that  I  will  be  the  local  represen- 
tative and  will  be  put  directly  on  the  spot  and  I  wane  X 
would  be  more  than  happy  to  be  the  person  that  will  be  the 
liaison  to  try  to  help  the  community  and  help  this  adminis- 
tration do  this  project  and  yet  not  hurt  it.   Thank  you  very 
much. 

THE  COMMISSIONER:   Thank  you.   Wa  will 
have  another  recess. 

(Whereupon  a  short  recess 
was  then  taken.) 

THE  COMMISSIONER:   This  hearing  is 
adjourned  effective  10:00  p.m.,  August  3th,  1983  and  will 
reconvene  at  11:00  a.m.  on  Tuesday,  August  9th,  1983.. 


(Whereupon  the  hearing  was 
than  suspended.) 
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including    Massachusetts    and    these    funds    are    to   be    divided    up 
by    the    Chief    Executive   Officer    and    that,    although    oeople    are 
led    to   believe    there    is    no    more   Section    3,    that    is    true    in 
terms    of    money    coming    from  Washington. 

However,    our   Governor    could  allocate    suo- 
sidy   money    for    rents .    mortgage    under    the    F.H.A.    orogran  or 
whatever   program  he   would    like,    he    could  call    it    Section    3000 
or  whatever    number   he   wants.       It    does    not    matter    to    me   as    long. 
as    he  would    be    nice   enough    to    subsidize    the    rents.      The    reason: 
why    people  would    like    subsidized    rents,    the    rondommium   con- 
version   in    the   North   End    is    vary   high   and    the    families    going 
way   back    in   generation  after   generation    can    no    longer    afford 
to    live    in    the    North    End.      They    cannot   afford    rents    and    they 
cannot    afford    to    buy    a    condominium.      They    love    their    neighbor-i 
hood    and    they    don't  want    to    be    pushed  out    of    their    neighbor- 
hood  and    it    is    my    30b    to    help    tnese    people    and    one   of    the    ways 
I   can   do    it   is   try   to  get   them  housing  built   and  with   sub- 
sidized   rents.       I    want    to   be    able    to   work   with    the    adminis- 
tration.     I    think  both  projects,    if   the  communities   of   East 
Boston  and   the  North   End  get   together  and  get   something   in 
return    rather   than    ]ust  have   the   type  of  method  of   just 
building   something  with  no    regard   for   the  people   in    the   area. 
That    is    just    not    the   way    it    is    done    in    1980. 

Myself,    ho oe fully   as    assistant    counselor. 
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ppocrzsisas 

MR.  CHAIRMASj   Can  I  have  your  attention, 
please* 

V«  are  about  to  recptn  Day  2  of  the  Departaent 
of  Public  Works  hearings  for  the  Central  Artery 
and  Third  Harbor  Tunnel  cronlns,  ao  those  of 
you  who  are  Interested  lit  tha  Introductory  reaarks 
pleaaa  eoae  In  and  lit  down. 

My  mm  la  Robert  Tiorney,  C'a  tha 
Coaalse  lore  r  of  tha  ftass&ahusetts  5fp».-*n«nt  cf 
Publlo  Works.   Sfej  will  rapaat  a  hrlef  prt  .ir.ti'.  '.it. 
we  made  yesterday  oornirig  which  explains  In  fairly 
general  t«rai  where  the  Oepartnant  of  Public  Warss 
la  In  tha  procoaa  of  advancing  laprowcenti  to 
the  Artery  or  the  Third  Harbor  Tunnel.   V-  will 
give  a  brief  description  of  the  alternatlrc 
designs  and  allgneents  we  have  studied  and  we 
will  give  you  people  the  ground  rules  on  present- 
ing testimony, 

71rse  of  all,,  the  Department  of  Publle  Works 
has  to  at  least  have  held  five  informal  publlo 
neighborhood  aeetlnga  In  Zast  Boston,  the  ;vor*.n 
End,  South  End,  South  Boston  and  the  waterfront. 
At  those  meetings  wnlch  were  aa  lnforaal  as  lueh 
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meetings  aan  get,  there  was  considerable  give  t 
take  on  the  various  effects  studied  on  the 
effected  neighborhooda .   This  Is  a  foraal  publl 
hearing  in  the  sense  that  everybody  who  testifl 
Is  required  to  identify  hiasslf  or  herself,  we  * 
are  keeping  a  verbatla  record  of  all  the  testis 
we  are  required  to  present  It  to  the  ?ederal 
Highway  Adnlnls tratlon,  the  alnutsa  of  these 
meetings,  held  yesterday  and  today,  and  we  are 
also  ro  cut  red  to  respond  in  our  final  erwl  .*<:■■-■■»» 
Impact  stateaent,  which  19  the  doeuaent  that  we 
produced  froo  these  beatings,  we  are  required  t< 
respond  to  questions  or  eouanti  that  are  aade 
here  In  that  final  envi  ronaentsl  lap  act  doc  _a»- ■ 

As  far  as  the  tiaetable  involved  In  the 
prooess  we  are  now  under  way  with,  both  the 
Central  Artery  depression  and  widening  and  the  ■ 
new  third  harbor  crossing  are  Interstate  project 
and  In  our  opinion,  we  are  required  to  subait 
to  the  Federal  Highway  Adalnlstratlon  by 
Septeaber  30th  a  document  called  a  final 
environmental  lopact  statement,  whiob  is 
Massachusetts  recomaended,  the  State  of 
Massachusetts*  decision  on  what  laproveaents,  if 
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any,  are  to  be  done  to  the  Artery  and  what  la  to 
be  done  with  regard  to  the  third  harbor  crossing 

People  who  do  not  want  to  testify  in  person 
but  want  their  volees  heard  aay  submit  written 
testiaony  to  the  Maseaahusatts  Departaent  of  Publi 
Works.  103  Saahua  Street,  3oaton,  and  aasunlng 
your  remarks  are  received  within  two  weeks,  by 
August  22nd,  they  will  be  aade  a  part  of  the 
publlo  hearing  documents  just  as  much  as  if  you 
testified  here  today. 

In  the  hack  of  the  room  there  are  a  number  of 
handouta  which  go  fairly  well  Into  explaining 
tho  alternates  that  have  been  discussed.  t*_ 
alternatee  that  have  been  studied,  and  also  the 
documents  which  allow  you  to  prepare  written 
cocusents  and  tell  you  what  the  ground  rules  are 
for  the  publle  hearing. 

The  eubject  of  thla  meeting,  of  course.  Is 
the  draft  eovironnontal  impact  statement  for  the 
Artery  and  Tunnel.   The  draft  statement  is  a 
series  of  documents  very  complicated  In  some  way. 
And,  with  ae  at  the  head  table  la  Matthew  Coogan, 
undersecretary  of  Transportation  for  the 
Coomonwealth.   Mr.  Coogan  will  explain  with  a 
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broad  bruab  the  alternate  aeans  for  the  Artery 
and  Tunnel  that  have  been  studied.   Mr.  Cooganf 

MR.  C00GAH:   Thank  you,  Commissioner  Tierney 

It  is  ay  Job  to  explain  to  you  the  alterna- 
tives now  under  consideration.   I  will  summarize 
tha  alternatives  in  terse  of  the  deeiaion  that 
our  govemaent  will  have  to  ca.it   by  the  end  of 
thla  aonth  or  the  first  week  in  Septeaber. 

The  envirenaental  and  supplemental  draft 
environmental  lapact  statement  we  are  here  to 
discuse  today  aasentially  gives  the  nuaber  six 
options,  tha  first  option  la  usually  called  the 
"no  build*  or  do  nothing  alternative.   And,  ther- 
f.re  five  "build"  alternatives.   ~*>»-ver,  ve  wish 
to  explain  aa  carefully  as  we  can  cnat  option  1, 
usually  known  as  the  "no  build"  option  in  which 
we  do  not  depress  the  Central  Artery  and  do  not 
build  a  Third  Harbor  Tunnel.   There  really  is  no 
such  thing  aa  a  do  nothing  alternative. 

Option  1  is  what  we  are  calling  the  redecklai 
alternative.   The  bridge  deeks  on  the  Central 
Artery  are  old  and  must  be  replaced,  Just  like 
bridgea  are  being  replaced  all  around  the  United 
States  at  this  point.   The  bridge  deeks  of 
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tm  Mystic  River  Bridge  were  replaced  In  the  last 
four  or  five  jairs,  the  bride*  deck*  along  th* 
Southeast  Expressway  will  be  replaced  starting 
In  the  next  construction  season  over  the  ,iut  two 
years.   What  ««  arc  trying  to  explain  is  than  this 
la  a  vary  conaon  experienoo  that  hl^nways  do 
beeom*  too  old  and  have  to  be  fixed,  and  thl*  is 
given  either  nay.   a  construction  process  will 
have  to  taKi  plaoa  lasting  approximately  three 
ymri,  daring  those  three  yaara  on*  Ian*  at  a 
:iai  would  b*  taken  out  of  service  for  th* 
redeeklng  process.   In  some  esses  It  would  to 
possible  to  es.lnta.ln  six  lanes  of.  six  sodlfled 
and  temporary  lanea  of  traffic  during  this 
process.   In  other  physical  situations  such  as 
th*  critical  brldg*  over  the  Charles  Riv*r,  It 
will  b*  physically  lnposslbl*  to  keep  alz  lanes 
of  Central  Artery  traffic  In  service  throughout 
this  construction. 

This  Is  a  very  critical  fact  to  understand 
as  we  prepar*  redeeming  options  with  Its  three 
lanea,  with  Its  three  years  of  traffic  problens 
along  th*  Central  Artery,  with  the  options  w* 
will  be  *xplalnlne  later  this  norning  which 
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Involves  the  depression  of  tb*  Central  Arterv. 
And,  In  the  soeno  that  our  engineers  have  worked 
out  for  depressing  the  Central  Artery,  It  is 
critical  to  understand  that  all  six  lanea  of  the 
Central  Artery  will  be  kept  In  operation  throutnoutt 
the  construction  period.   That  Is  a  critical 
difference  between  the  redecklne  option  and  full 
Artery  depression,  widening,  reconstruction  option, 
3o,  alternative  one,  which  Is  s one tines  for 
envlronaental  purposes.  Is  ealltl  a  ""no  build" 
option,  la  really  a  redecklng  option.   It  costs 
about  »30  allllon  and  takee  about  three  year*  a"3 
has  some  significant  traffic  iao-=t*  .lore  th* 
Central  Artery. 

Leaving  asld*  th*  option  of,  or  going  beycr.d 
th*  option  of  not  building  a  new  depressed  highway 
or  not  building  a  harbor  tunnel,  the  governor 
will  deelde  to  build  a  tunnel  alone,  based  on 
the  docuoentatlon  In  this  book,  or  he  could  go  to 
one  of  the  full  build  options. 

Why  don't  we  review  the  nature  of  the  options 
at  this  point  starting  at  the  Artery  only  option. 

The  Artery  only  option  Is  discussed  In  the 
book  and  presented  In  soae  detail,  excuse  our 
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graphics,  right  there  [indicating] .   We  will  show 
It  to  anybody  who  wants  to  deal  with  It. 

The  Artery  only  optien  essentially  Is  a 
decision  by  th*  governor,  would  be  a  decision 
by  th*  governor  not  to  build  a  Third  !*ar*5or 
Tunnel p  but  to  concentrate  efforts  on  the  recon- 
struction of  the  Central  Artery.   I-et's  sunnarlz* 
th*  laportant  characteristics  of  an  Artery  only 
option. 

The  present  alx-lan*  elevated  Central  Artery 
whleh  goes  froa  the  Charles  Hlver,  Causeway 
Stroet,  to  the  north,  down  to  the  depressed 
entrance  of  the  existing  Dewey  Square  Tunnel  In 
the  general  area  of  High  Street  and  Congress 
Street.   The  existing  six-lane  elevated  facility 
would  be  taken  down  and  replaced  with  a  new 
facility  with  eight  lanea  of  aovenont,  which 
physical  eross-aection  and  notion  of  Its  operation 
would  actually  be  ten  lanes.   Ten  lanes  of 
depressed  Artery  would  be  built  frow  Causeway 
Street  to  Congress  3treet.   At  the  present  ti=e 
the  Dewey  Square  Tunnel  which  operates  froa 
Congress  Street  to  Knee land  Street  through  the 
South  Station  area  ha«  the  capacity  for  als  lanes 
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of  highway  traffic.   usaause  it  Is  th*  policy 
coaaltxent  of  this  concept  to  Increase  through 
highway  capacity  to  at  least  eight  lanes,  and 
whleh  soKstlaes  takes  the  cor.f iguriticn  of  ten 
lanes  because  it  Is  cur  policy  cossltaect  to 
provide  at  least  eight  lanes  of  through  traffic, 
the  Central  Artery  project  would  propoie  building 
a  new  four-lane  tunnel  facility  froet  a  departure 
point  back  at  East  Berkeley  Street  by  the  old 
Boston  Herald-Traveler  printing  facility,  sclng 
underground  through  the  South  Station  railroad 
yard,  through  the  COMRAIL  HTE  cor.neetor,  fallowing 
the  westernaost  edge  of  the  ?ort  ?olnt  Channel, 
going  underneath  S'orthern  Avenue,  Northern  Avenue 
Bridge,  coaing  baek  into  the  =air.  trunk  at  roughly 
the  Harbor  Towers'  garage, Rowes  Wharf  Development 
Center. 

So,  the  new  facility  would  bave  four  lane  a 
northbound  along  the  westernnost  end  of  the 
Port  Point  Channel  and  six  lanes  southbound  through 
the  existing  Dewey  Square  Tunnel. 

The  project  would  be  built  by  a  aethed  of. 
as  I  Just  nade  reference  to,  in  which  the  oxistln 
Central  Artery  would  be  kopt  in  operation  and,  in 
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effeot,  a  tunn«l,  an  eight  to  ten-lane  tunnel 
would  b«  built  beneath  It  *■  the  existing  facility 
stays  In  operation  throughout  the  construction 
period. 

In  tarns  of  dollars,  tha  option  6,  tha 
Central  Artery  only.  Is  if  we  did  it  without 
benefit  of  any  othar  project,  about  H.3  aillion, 
which,  whan  It  Is  dona  tn  oomoination  with  other 
projects.  It  la  considerably  lass  than  that  beasusi 
thay  share  oomaon  faellltloa.   That  la  a  brlif 
description  of  tha  option  the  governor  would  have 
to  build  an  Artery  only  and  no  tunnel  for  It. 

Hext  In  the  book  there  are  two  alternative 
ways  to  build  the  tunnel.   They  are  sunnariied, 
I  don't  know  If  you  san  aee  It,  but  they  are 
suaaarlsed  In  this  pleoe  of  graphics  here 
[indicating].   The  two  alternatives  to  building 
a  tunnel  only  are  oalled  option  3  and  option  5* 

It  Is  the  characteristic  of  option  "J,,  option 
3  hap  the  so-called  oanter  lane  where  northbound 
trafflo  would  take  this  new  tunnel  at  the  Port 
Point  Channel  and  depart  froa  this  point,  and 
southbound  trafflo  would  use  the  existing  Dewey 


n 


n 


C 


•-I3 

Square  Tunnel.   In  option  3  *•  call  this  the 
split  alignnent. 

To  option  3  the  split  alignnent  froa  the 
Dewey  3quare  area  would  be  eatched  with  the  tunm 
taking  a  rather  3-shape  and  going  Into  the 
Jeffries  Cove  area,  coalng  up  roughly  on  the  sit 
of  the  Eastern  Air  Freight  Terminal. 

In  options  3  and  option  5  there  would  be  a 
toll  plaxa  here  on  the  airport  land,  and  It  la 
operating  In  a  two-way  toll  aystec  In  option  3 
and  option  5. 

Going  back  to  desorlbe  option  5  now.   Optica 
5  la  where  a  tunnel  is  built  with  two-way  traffl 
through  tha  Port  Point  Channel  and  no  lntereon- 
neatlon  with  the  Central  Artery,   So,  In  option 
a  two-way  tunnel  goea  under  the  Port  Point 
Channel,  takes  the  sane  S-ehapod  ourve,  goes  Int 
the  Jeffries  Cove  alignment,  and  again  cones  up  , 
on  Logan  Airport  property.   That  allgnaant  is 
celiac"  option  5° 

Looking  new  at  the  two  alternatives  the 
governor  oould  have  if  he  chose  the  full  build 
plan,  these  two  alternatives  are  labeled  option 
3A  and  option  5A.   We  will  then  dlseuss  aenethin 
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called  the  design  oodifloat ion,  which  is  a  further 
development  in  the  developaont  of  option  Pigure 
5A. 

Describing  It  very  briefly,  option  3A,  It  is 
tha  old  option  3  tunnel  with  tha  split  alignoent 
carried  to  a  depressed  Central  Artery.   3o ,  at 
this  point  there  would  be  a  cross  over  where 
airport  bound  traffic  gaes  this  way,  and  Central 
Artery,  there's  a  erosaway  there,  let's  put  it 
that  way. 

In  option  3A  the  split  alignment  or  tha  split 
allgnaent  tunnel  is  bearing  a  depressed  Central 
Artery*.   There  Is  significant  construction  and 
air  lspasse  at  this  point,  roughly  at  the  Rowes 
Vharf  developaont  in  option  3A.   The  second  full 
build  option  the  governor  oould  solect  is  called 
option  5A,  which  is  usually  or  hss  usually  been 
described  as  the  seaport  acsess  alignment. 

In  the  seaport  allgnaent,  seaport  access 
alignnent,  the  third  harbor  crossing  does  not 
utilise  the  Port  Point  Channel,  rather,  the 
third  harbor  crossing  in  this  picture  in  front 
of  us  of  option  5A  aodlflod,  in  option  5A  the 
Massachusetts  Turnpike  is  extending  behind  South 
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Station,  under  the  Port  Point  Channel,  through 
land  largely  owned  by  Gillette  and  3oston  Wharf 

Tarougn  land  largely  owned  by  the  Doston 
Postal  Serviee,  to  an  alignnent  that  touches 
the  foundation  line  of  the  Boston  Cocnonvaalth 
Pier  Project  and  goes  into  the  sase  Jeffries 
Cove  alignoent.   This  is  called  option  5A. 
Option  5A  ads  are  sailed,  I  doc' t  resetter  tha  i 
new  interchange  with  Uorthem  Avenue  and  Ccngra- 
Street.   This  interchange  was  designed  to  serve 
as  an  accesa  road  froa  the  south  and  froa  tha 
west  to  the  developing  area  of  northern  Avenue 
and  South  Boston.   Tbe  purpose  of  the  seaport 
access  concept  la  to  take  traffic  destined  froa 
the  developing  areas  of  South  Doston  off  of 
South  Boston  streets.   There  has  been  a  design 
modification  of  alternative  5A,  which  actually 
appears  here.   In  the  design  aodlfieatlcc  of 
alternative  5A,  there  *  s  a  -s.'cr  interchange 
whleh  is  still  being  built  between  the  road  and 
Congress  Street  and  Vert hern  Aranue ,  but  a  sees 
Interchange  is  built  in  tha  Conaor.weaith  flats i 
area  of  South  Boston,  tha  seeend  intsrenanga 
connects  froa  the  south,  froa  tha  south  and 
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two  .'roQ  the  south  and  west  to  both  Sunur  Street 
«.nd  .for  thorn  Afonut. 

The  purpose  of  t)il»  design  modification  la 
to  mora  effectively  Intercept  trucks  which  are 
coming  UP  L  Street  and  Summer  Street  from  the 
White  ?uel  area,  from  the  Edison  power  plant 
area,  and  from  the  Castle  Island  project  owned 
by  Mas sport. 

The  purpose  of  the  second  Interchange  Is  to 
batter  meet  traffic  coning  on  Sumner  Street, 
Industrial  traffic,  and  better  deal  with  traffic 
In  the  SEIC,  Kasaport's  third  container  port 
area  essentially  behind  Jimmy's  restaurant. 

So0  If  the  design  modification  In  the 
Commonwealth  flats  araap  there  Is  a  second  inter- 
change from  this  interchange,  you  get  dlraot 
highway  oonnectlons  to  the  south  and  to  the  west 
but  not  to  the  airport. 

That  la  a  summary  of  the  design  In  the 
Commonwealth  flats  area  of  South  Boston.   Once 
you  made  the  deslslon  to  go  to  the  Commonwealth 
flata  area  of  South  3oaton,  It  Is  a  relatively 
short  distance,  about  3*000  feet,  from  bulkhead 
line  to  bulkhead  line,  which  cakes  for  a  rather 
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ilior:  and  inoz^er.sive  turu.el  u'.dcr  the  iinrfcor, 
thus,  a  tunnel  I?  desl^r-ed  fron  Northern  Avenue 
to  the  airport,  but  in  option  5  «  modified  * 
alignment  Is,  does  not  oone  up  In  the  Jeffries 
Cove  area.   Instead,  the  alignment  takes  Its 
form  cf  a  cut-and-caver  tunnel  throuc*1  the  31  rd 
Island  Plats  pro J  eat  behind  the  glass  wall  In 
the  general  aviation  area  here,  behind  the  zlasa 
wall  touching  the  Zastern  reservation  center  and 
coming  out  and  adjoining  with  the  existing  service 
road  of  Logan  Airport. 

The  other  difference  with  the  option  5A 
modified  Is  that  there  Is  no  toll  plaza  or.  the 
Logan  Airport  side.   That  is  aoved  over  to  ttt? 
more  spacious  Bird  Island  ?lats  area  over  here, 
and,  secondly,  there  has  been  a  significant 
redesign  of  the  project  between  the  previous 
designs  In  option  5A ,  such  that  the  East  3eston 
Memorial  Stadium  area  actually  gets  larger.   Vhen 
the  project  is  done,  there  is  more  putlie  open 
space  available  for  the  Saat  5oston  community. 
Savaral  roada  which  impinge  upon  the  use  or  thi» 
area  hare  bean  redesigned  in  option  5A  ao  that 
there  Is  an  entirely  new  desi-n  in  the  stadiur. 
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area.   That  aunmarises  the  alternatives  tha-  the 
■jovernor  can  ^afce.   He  can  go  for  a  rsdeckin^ 
option,  he  can  go  for  an  Artery  onl7,  ha  can  ?o 
for  the  Tunnel  only,  or  ha  can  go-  to  one  of  the 
two  full  build  options ,  and  that  sun-aarlzas  the 
alternative  being  assessed  this  aomln.'S. 

1K%.    C3AI*MAHt   Thank  you,  Secretary  Soogan. 

That  la  a  ten  or  fifteen-minute  presentation, 
of  one  of  the  biggest  transportation  undertakings 
ever  in  the  Boston  area.   At  least  as  somebody 
said  yesterday,  aince  the  Tunnel  in  the  2ack  Say . 
In  order  for  you  to  better  understand  whit 
Secretary  Coogan  has  described,  I  will  acain  refer 
you  to  ha-idouta  in  the  back  of  the  hall.   If  you 
are  Interested  In  the  project,  it  will  at  least 
give  you  some  fairly  reasonable  details  of  the 
proposals.   Also,  on  this  side  of  the  hall,  on 
your  right  and  in  other  areas  ve  have  -ncre 
detailed  graphics  of  each  of  the  options  that 
P.r.  Coo^an  described,  and  we  have  er.£lr.cers 
available  who  will  answer  detailed  -inflations  on 
those. 

Regarding  property  takings  and  relocation, 
none  of  the  all^naents  that  are  described  in  our 
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viatle  Hat  of  envir?nncr;tal  Irpsct  rir?ft  re-ulre 
any  residential  displacement  at  all.   All  the 
alignments  require  sons  cccaercial  £.nd  Indus tri  al 
displacement,  and  for  that  reason  I  fti*  fcln^  to 
read  a  brief  summary  of  the  depart nent'e  and 
the  Federal  Highway  Administration* a  policy  on 
land  takings,  property  takings,  ard  relocation 
assistance . 

Federal  and  otate  law  requires  to  compensate 
fully  for  any  property  tokins  for  a  transportation 
project.   All  the  fedoral  property  owners  are 
reimbursed  for  the  full  fair  xarket  value  of  their 
property.   In  addition,  the  propertv  of  the  public 
works  departnent,  the  bureau  provides  3p<*c!  nl*  red 
relocation  assistance  to  each  Individual  property 
owner  and  affected  sualneas. 

If  this  project  .^oes  forward,  vhnn  the  pr^'ect 
plana  are  finalised,  0?H  staff  will  Interview  each 
business  owner  and  tenant  to  infom  hin  of  all  the 
available  benefits  to  ll.i;uss  relocation  =  r-?s!»dures 
and  to  answer  lueatior.s. 

A  detailed  report  will  te  compiled  ^ith  the 
special  needs  of  each  business,  businesses  ^9  be 
displaced  or  ell.-lble  ?o?   an  actual  r^loeatirn 
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«:?«s»s    u1    other    relat?i    sspjnsis.       7o-    r*o  r-s 
drilled    lTfsrnatlon    on   relocation    procedures, 
there    la    also    aaor.g    the    handouts    ana    on    Chat 
particular   Issue.      additionally,    *e   have    a 
representative    fron    fc»9    Departnent    if    °ubllc    Horns' 
Blj.it    of  "Vsy   Bureau   who    la    avallabls    and    will   be 
available    during   the    day    and   svonlnj   to    answer 
■peaifie    r*];)-.jtlon    or    rl;jht-of=way    questions.       I 
will    Introduce   hia   notf,    his    laae    la   Mlehaol 
rahoney    from   the   Departasnt    af   Public   ".forks. 
Right    of  Way   3ureiu. 

Sow,    regarding   the    fornat    of   thla    particular 
moating;,    thla    la   Day   Two   of   the   hearing   which 
began    at    11    o'slook   yesterday    aornin3-      The 
bearing   will   eloso   at    11    o'clock    tonight,      "Ja    hare 
a    Hat    of   speakers   who   hare    nglaterad   to    speak, 
and   each    Is  allotted  ten   ninutes.       any    of  you   who 
want   60   apeak   who  are   not   registered,    w«    j-i-i«st 
you   go   to   the   back   of   the   room   and   sign   up.      It 
Is    our  experience    from  7eatarday    that    we    zin    fit 
alnost    everybody    In    that   wants    to    spsik    In    a 
fairly   reasonable    short    period   of    tine.      3etwesn 
3   and   6    o'clock   this    afternoon    and    until    11    c'eloele 
tr.ls    event.-,;  vc   havo    scheduled   no   speakers    an;   we 
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riunr.ing  District  whish  '.rcc-.r;s;^  151  c'T'-a 
and  towns. 

A3  part  cf  their  resFonslbilitie- ,  the  "PTC 
reviews  and  advises  the  :"?0  en  the  fcllowlr.g 
federally-required  docuner.ts:   The  V-.lf'ie* 
Planning  VJork  Program,  rr=i=o-.ly  fcr.?wn  is  the 
U?w?,  the  Transportation  Plan,  wfcleh  Includes 
the  previous  Transport£*:lon  ?ys tests  M.sr.as;<»nent 
Element,  or  the  TSM,  and  the  Transportation 
Irrprovenent  Prograa,  the  TIP.   It  is  through 
these  docunents  that  the  allocation  of  transporta- 
tion funds  are  nade  and  approved  by  the  federal 
Highway  Administration,  tho  PHWa,  and  the  ^rh in 
T'.ass  Transportation  Administration,  *-he  '3^"'\ . 

?-r  the  past  year,  the  Executive  CSfflca  o? 
Transportation  and  Construction  has  continuously 
cooperated  with  the  JRTC  and  has  kept  us  advised 
of  their  plans  and  activities.   Cn  **arch  21,    1Q53, 
the  JP.TC  voted  unanimous ly  to  advise  the  IPO  to 
endorse  an  anerd.-rent  to  the  1?83  TIP  that  would 
sake  preliminary  engineering  funds  available  for 
the  preparation  of  an  en vi  re -went  a 1  1  Tap  act 
statement  fcr  the  Central  Arterr/Hcrbor  Cresting 
troject. 
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us-  It  as  free  tire  »c  -»ho«v*r  cr  fir  tnvcr*  w'J 
hain't  had  a  preseheduled  tl=»  to  acatk.   A»iV 
I  will  renlnd  you  if  70U  want  to  t-stlfy  tut 
don't  want  to  apeak  in  pcelle,  you  can  writ*  a< 
letter  to  the  Departnent  cf  P»bllc  Verke  ind  j>\ 
testinony  will  be  as  nueh  a  itrt  of  the  hearin; 
as  If  you  had  testified. 

That  conclude!  our  introduction.   Hew  I  vjj 
call  our  first  scheduled  speaker  of  the  dev, 
"arvin  Millar. 

■.P.  MILLED:   Thank  you,  Coirissiener. 

¥.y  nane  Is  Marvin  E.  "lller,  I  live  -t  1«  J 
Plncknoy  Street  In  Boston.  I  appear  before  voi 
today  in  two  seoarate  roles:  ?lrat,  ei  Cheir-i 
of  the  Joint  Regional  Transportation  Cr-=*ttee,' 
the  JPTC,  and  saeond,  as  a  concerned  transport! 
engineer. 

The  JRTC  Is  a  federally -sendetsd  bodv  wr.  oar 
?3  nenters  represent  the  following:   The  six 


signatories  of  the  *«etrerolltan 


Isr.-lnr; 


Organisation,  the  *P0 ,  20  eitles  and  towns,  12! 
public  agencies ,  and  20  citizen  rrour>s.  T*e  3f\ 
function  is  to  advise  the  *?C  en  tr^nsportaMoat 
policies  for  the  Metropolitan  ?o*ton  >ree 


The  results  cf  tuis  atu^y  is  sow  puslis,  -n 
a  lecis.cn  will  ccon  Le  reacbec.   Aa  Cf.iirc-r.  c 
the  J?.TC,  I  ssaaend  tna  efforts  cztendac  tc  -;: 
a.-;  encourage  the  odvance^dnt  of  this  caost 
important  trans p artation  proj ect . 

The  one  nets  of  ■ arcing  taas  I  feel  Owli^H 
to  glvs  a;  :bis  polns  is  t:;a  aooperation 
eatabllsbod  cust  continue  and  the  review  procesi 
aust  be  cor.duetad  in  a  Conner  chat  will  oiclgsti 
al*  ad7orse  effects  and  encourage  a  partnership, 
between  all  interests. 

My  second  statement  i&  offered  as  *  tra-isps. 
tion  engineer  *no    is  cone  a  rnod  witn  zna    ...'ai 
transportation  situation  wits  »nich  -c  aro 
prasently  faced.   Ths  Central  Artery  is  tnB  cni 
~i.J  ;r  condui;  saat  sorves  the  Clzy    oC   Boizaii;    1 
Is  cvor  10    years  old  and  ina^equats  to  aeec  tasi 
decands  i^pcaed  upon  it.   Additionally,  uccesa 
and  fros  tna  airport  is  not  only  ir.auf "icier.t,  . 
is  outrageous. 

'Je  havo  be 'ore  az  as  o:  port  unity  tc  correct 
and  inprove  our  Transport  at;  ion  ne  t-  crL  in  *  u^M 
that  will  benefit  all,  -l;n  sir.laal  -r.terr-i.-iii 
to  the  city,  its  inhabitants ,  ana  its  visiter** 


^ 
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Should  *•  not  avail  ourselves  of  this  opportunity, 
we  will  ooon  be  faced  with  an  Impending  crisis, 

Boston  was  recently  rejected  as  a  «lte  Tor  a 
naval  facility .   One  reason  given  wae  the  poor 
quality  of  life.   While  I  do  not  understand  the 
basis  for  this  determination,  I  do  uncerstand  this 
that  unless  soon thing  iracglnati v»  and  cons  true tlve 
Is  done  to  improve  our  highway  systee  quiekly, 
Boston  will  Indeed  be  deserving  of  that  deternlna- 
tlon. 

As  a  resident  of  Boston,  and  as  a  transporta- 
tion engineer,  I  strongly  endorse  the  concept  of 
a  depressed  Central  Artery,  third  haroer  crossing, 
and  seaport  acaess  road.   Thank  you. 

HP..  CHAIHKAU:   Thank  you,  Hr.  filler. 

Would  our  next  speaker  that  Is  schedulod  for 
ten  alnutes  please  occe  up? 

If  any  of  you  want  to  speak,  go  sign  up  and 
use  the  alorophone.  If  you  fish. 

Since  we  have  no  speakers,  we  will  recess  for 
a  few  minutes  until  I  recall  the  aeeting. 

C Short  rooess  taken.] 

MR.  CHAIRXA3:   I  would  like  to  reconvene  the 
hearing. 


C 
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Our  next  scheduled  ip-iker  Is  ComlJBtor.fr 
William  Geary  frcs  the  Metropolitan  Slstrict 
Conalsslon . 

we  are  back  or.  the  record,  nay  I  hire  yc-r 
fitter,  t  Ion  ,  please?   Okay,  please  proceed, 
Commissioner  Ceary , 

CCMKISSIOHEP  GEAHT:   Thank  you.  Cocais  sicr.er 
Tierney. 

I  would  like  to  thank  the  Department  of  Puolle 
Uorks  and  the  Executive  Office  of  Transports el on 
anl  Construction  for  the  opportunity  tc  appear 
here  today  and  testify  In  support  of  the  *ider.lng 
and  depression  of  the  Central  Artery  anc  a  Third 
Harbor  Tunnel.   Actually,  before  I  speak  en  behalf 
of  the  agency  which  I  represent,  the  dspre ssltn 
of  the  Central  Artery  Is  the  Issue  that  Z    nave 
bean  Interested  In  far  oany  years. 

1  spent  five  and  a  half  years  as  a  full-tir.e 
taxi  driver  In  this  city,  and  during  that  five  and 
a  half  years  I  found  the  Central  Artery  to  ba 
very  depreaslns  to  ae  and  the  passengers  that  1 
transported.   So,  ten  years  later,  now  that  I  have 
had  an  opportunity  to  testify  In  sapport  of  t'-«la 
Frojeet,  It  gives  no  ,-;reat  personal  satisfaction 
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aa  wall  aa  professional  satisfaction. 

In  essence,  today  I'n  appearing  representing 
the  Metropolitan  District  Coonlsslon  which  has 
prlnory  responsibility  for  policing  the  entire 
atretah  of  the  expressway  known  as  the  Southeast 
Expressway,  the  Central  Artery  and  the  Uortheaat 
Expressway. 

I  have  with  ae  today  photographs  and 
statlstlca  which  pertain  only  to  that  portion  of 
the  expressway  known  aa  the  Central  Artery,  which 
we  define  aa  tha  roadway  from  the  City  3quar» 
on-ramp  in  Charlestown,  traversing  the  downtown 
area  of  Boston,  and  terminating  at  the  30Kth  side 
of  Dewey  Square  Tunnel  aa  is  known  aa  the  Masa. 
Pike  off-ramp. 

Our  agency  provides  to  tha  Metropolitan 
polloe  the  primary  policing  of  that  rcadway,  we 
also  provide  primary  uaergancy  response  for  she 
road  when  accidents  or  any  other  emergency  occurs 
on  the  roadway. 

Among  the  reasons  that  we  strongly  suppcrt 
the  widening  and  depreGSlon  of  the  Artery  la  that 
for  the  nurabsr  of  years  that  wa  have  prcv_dcd 
these  pcli.ee  and  eaarRunc/  services,  we  hive 
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found  that  this  road  experiences  an  Inordinately 
large  number  of  autonobile  accidents.   Indeed, 
the  record  for  the  Central  Artery  is  that  It 
experiences  two  and  one  half  tlr.es  the  national 
accident  rate  for  urban  highways.   Cf  csurse. 
that  ia  not  surprising  when  one  realises  that 
that  portion  of  the  road  presently  carrier  160,000 
vehicles  per  day,  which  totals  53,000. OCC  vehicles 
annually. 

In  preparing  for  testimony  this  morning,  we 
did  sone  research  of  the  past  two  years'  accidents 
statistics  compiled  by  the  Metropolitan  police 
In  1931,  the  last  year  for  which  we  have  -ctal 
statistics,  there  were  €32  autonobile  accidents 
for  the  Central  Artery  portion  alone,  that 
averages  to  nearly  two  a  day.   What  i3  more 
startling  la  that  of  those  accidents,  90  percent 
of  those  accidents  resulted  In  some  type  -f 
personal  in J  ury . 

We  have  before  you  aone  photosraphs  -vhlch 
we've  culled  from  literally  thousands  cf  photo- 
graphs we  have  of  accidents  which  here  occurred 
on  the  Central  Artery.   Several  of  the a  vera 
fatal  accidents,  and  we  found  chat  many  cf  the 
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accidents  are  attributable  to  poor  4-sIt:-  af  the 
present  roadway.   That  Is  to  a  ay  that  th*  on-rempa 
3ierge  with  tha  off-rarspa  and  th.er-'a  little  i?t 
Inadequate  arsa  for  acceleration  end  '*ec*l*r*Hori. 

If  70U  note  that  the  phctcgraphs  on  thr  e-rt 
cellar  or.  the  right  top  corner,  you  will  net*-* 
an  automobile  which  was  arushed  by  a  truck.   That 
occurred  by  the  Northern  Avenue  on-ranp  before  tha 
tunnel.  East  9os ton/Logan  Airport  tunnel  of f-rasip, 
and  that  ia  a  olasalo  illustration  of  tany  of  the 
kinds  of  accidents  which  cceur  fhere  ore  vehicle 
antarlns  the  roadway  was  atruek  by  another  rshtel 
attempting  to  enter  the  of  "-rasp  to  leave  tha 
roadway. 

We  found  It  necessary  through  the  years  to 
lncreaje  our  police  patrols  because  cf  the  higb 
accident  rate  and  because  of  the  absence  of 
breakdown  lanes  en  the  expressway  2nd  the  Central 
Artery.   We're  found  that  we  could  reduce  a 
large  nunber  of  accidents  by  removing  r.s 
expeditiously  aa  possible  disabled  rehicles  fr-»» 
the  road. 

To  accomplish  that,  we  established  to  o-_r 
tactical-oriented  patrol  aiuad,  special  "ohielea 


other  area  of  concern  for  this  ar.er.cy. 

The  Metropolitan  -istrlct  Cosx-iasiaii  is  tie 
aser.sj  with  priaary  re  cpcr.albliity  for  enhar.clr.g 
the  environment  and.  Ilvatilit7  of  thi-  re^ior., 
particularly  the  urban  areas  of  this  rs^ic.-.. 
And,  while  we  strongly  support  the  icpreasic.-.  of 
the  Artery  and  construction  of  tha  Third  "arbor 
Tunnel,  we  do  have  aoaa  eo.-.cerna  regarding  that 
portion  of  the  roadway  whlah  crosses  over  tha 
Charles  Slver.   However,  our  concern*  is,  thai 
regard  are  far  outweighed  In  our  view  wltti  the 
anvironnontii  or.iianoeaer.t  of  tha  city.   lmi=3d, 
removing  "roa  tha  city  ltaalf  a  read  which  -a 
aelleve  Is  a  substantial  bli^-itlng  influence, 
and  wa  know  that  we  will  have  tha  opportunity 
to  work  with  the  Departnene  of  Public  Worka  on 
design  alternative*  for  that  portion  of  the  road 
which  does  Impact  the  Charlea  Slver  Sasln,  and 
we  hope  to  utilise  that  reconstruction  aa  an 
opportunity  to  extend  tae  park  land  which  haa 
aade  the  Charlaa  Slvar  oasin  and  the  Isplanade 
area  of  the  Charlea  River  3asin  such  a  beautiful 
area  In  tne  City  of  iloatoa.   And,  hopefully 
extend  tnat  Esplanade  on  both  sides  of  tue 
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?ord   uror.co-t/po    TShlclau    with    p\:oii   bars    5d    '.hat 
wnen    a    vd.nicle    la    disabled,    wo    ear.    push    it    tt*    the 
nearest    aff-ruap    to    ramove    It    f.'oa    aars'l    wl/. 

We    alao    oporata    every    weokd»y    starting   •'- 
6:j0    in    the    morning    Ear 01152    to    9-30,    ana    skate 
resunlng    In    tue    aftorncor.    at    3    to    £:33    -=    -ha 
evening,    two    tow    trucks    which    conatantly    sriii&a 
the    road    to    also    render    actcrlsts    aaalatajiea    and 
rsaovw    disabled    vehicles. 

We    have    found    In    certain    periods    of    *4v«r*e 
-either    conditions,    an    overly    hot    and    hu=ic    lay 
or   rainy   waathsr   or   snow    condition*,    this    *a    > : 11 
put    on    that    road    as    aany    is    flva    vahlslaa    f.r    ;ae 
purpose    of    removing   disablsd    rehiclad    u.-.iah    t,i»   , 
In    proportion    to    inclement    weather. 

In    essence,    we    believe    tn»t    tie    redsaj.;n, 
depression    and    widening    of   the    Central   A.rtar7 
will    laprova    the    safety    of    tha    road,    rj-julre 
tne    Metropolitan   police    to    spend    fewer   hours 
coping   with    accidents,    and,    of    course,    most 
icportantly    of    all,    reduce    the    number    of    injuria! 
and    fatalities    whlen    ars    occurring    today    due    to     . 
the    inacequate    design    of    the    road. 

In    conclusion,    I'd    also    like    to    address    the 


Carles    ?tv*r   for   the    T'.r.t.l    »sn»r.t    frc- 
Lcverett    Circle    to    dewn   tehird    Eerth    Stitlsr.    ' 
Charlss    Piver  Daa,   where    the   rlrsr   enter e    tha 
harbor,    and   cf  the    deprsrsior    af  the   ^E-rUr, 
whleh   will  r.ct    only   er.hs_-.;e    the    fsrirsr.r.s&£    f 
the   City    sf   3cstan,    b-t    also   Ir»    Ir.=  ?ei,    1 
dranatlc    Icprcveaent    f  =  r    -hit    portion    of   t\e 
city   ¥fc.i:*:    needs    socs    additional    pars    land. 

Thank  you  for  the  opportunity  to  testify, 
and  I  would  be  plsssed  to  respond  tc  any  -,-*3 
sir. 

WW.    C3AX55AR:       Than*    you ,    Jeanlsjlssir, 
ycu  want    to   have   your   pistursa    Included   as   ?.« 
of    the    t-stlmor.7,    ^iTe    us    1:-.:    zrIr.=  T    and   -j  = 
will    include    th;o. 

C0*^IS3I0HE''    ?~A?.T:       Thank    you.       -s    ^111 
d-llghtsd   to    subr.lt    the   pncto;r\?ha    as    ex-hibl 
to    be    attaehsd    to    th=    r*=-3rd. 

MS.    CSAX^KAS:      Thank   you.      I   an   ;oVn;   ■jo 
relntrodJce    -lyself    for    ths   benefit 
have    :ci«    in    late. 

Ky    nan*    Is    Robert    Tl?mi?    and    Z 

of   the    Ins.    !3»psrtlMBi    of   ?U"o7.I=   "« 

W«    ha?*    a    11  =  *    of   pr?r?-l-itar?i 


I 
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which  we  sro  using  now.   If  you  ara  not  on  the 
list  but  wish  to  speak,  plaais  sign  up  in  the 
back  of  tha  room  and  w*  will  get  to  you  in  a 
fcirlj  reaioniblf  aaoun:  of  tins. 

Z  believe  our  next  scheduled  speiia:  la 
Mr.  John  Larkln  Thompson. 

All  right,  than,  next  on  tha  schedule,  aloe* 
no  ens  h&a  ooae  up  to  apeak,  la  Thoaas  Cha.'-S 
Barry,  Sooretary  of  Urban  3a.faty. 

SECRETAEZ  BARHY:   Thank  you  vory  ouch, 
Cocalssionar  Tierney,  for  tha  opportunity  to 
apeak  on  this  isaue  so  vital  for  the  residents 
of  Greater  Boston,  in  particular,  and  all  tha 
aitiaena  of  tha  state. 

MR,  CKAIRXAX:   Excuse  ma,  could  I  ask  you  in 
tha  background  to  —  tha  background  noise  really 
interferes  vith  ay  hearing  of  tha  speaker  and  for 
tha  atenotypist, 

SECRETARY  BARRT:   I  would  like  to  testify  in 
support  of  the  depression  of  the  expressway  and 
In  eupport  of  a  Third  Harbor  Tunnel. 

Z  would  Ilka  to  eaho  the  sentiments  of 
CocnlBsioner  Oaary.   There  la  no  roal  sense  in 
ay  repeating  the  story  that  he  told  you,  but  I 
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the  expresawcy  whan  traveling  between  spots  Ilka 
tha  Quiney  Market  and  tha  Aquarius. 

The  proposed  Third  Harbor  Tunnel  will  divert 
traffic  away  froa  tha  North  End  and  this  reduc- 
tion in  congestion  should  significantly  reduoa 
tha  aoaldant  rata  and  rata  of  aaaldenta  Involving 
pedaotrlans  la  that  heavily  traveled  area. 

Kr.  CoBEisalonar,  I  bava  had  tha  experience) 
of  seeing  tha  expressway  being  built,  traversing 
it  before  It  was  opened  for  trafflo,  and  I  Just 
don't  think  that  peapla  realise  the  enornoua 
naount  of  trafflo  that  that  expressway  oan  hxndla. 

So,  Z  eaho  tha  statements  of  Comniesioner 
Qaarr»  add  to  then  ny  ovn,  and  aay  that  Z  aa,  her* 
to  support  the  depressing  of  the  Artery  and  in 
support  of  a  Third  Harbor  Tunnel. 

MR.  CSAIRHA3I   Thank  you,  Rr.  Barry. 

Vfo  now  have  aoaeone  who  has  signed  up  and  va 
hava  a  fre*  spot  at  thla  tine,  Z  believe.  Vould 
Joseph  Subino  oodi  up;  is  ha  hero? 

JTR.  RCBZHOi   Thank  you,  Conxilssloner* 

My  name  is  Joseph  Rublno,  220  High  Street, 
Lcvrenaa,  :;iss  . 

Standex  International  Corporation  otrna 
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have  a  strange  feeling  that  the  additional 
breakdown  lanes  will  have  an  effect  on  the  overall 
safety  of  the  expressway  that,  at  the  prcaont  tin*, 
is  nearly  icpOBSlble  to  adequately  patrol  the 
road  because  of  the  difficulty  in  pulling  people 
over  where  there  Is  no  breakdown  lane. 

Zn  addition,  breakdown  lanes  will  allow 
disabled  cars  to  stop  without  putting  the  driver 
of  that  car  and  the  drivers  following  behind  ala 
In  a  life  threatening  situation. 

The  Central  Artery  has  two  and  a  half  tinea 
the  nationwide  urban  interstate  accident  rate. 
At  present,  short  distances  between  off  and  on- 
ramps  ask  for  accident  happenings  with  cars  on 
the  Artery  having  to  cross  directly  off  tho  path 
before  oneoning  cars.   Zn  addition,  safety  and 
emergency  vehlolss  are  on  patrol  in  the  trafflo 
as  the  Central  Artery  gets  aore  and  aore  congested, 
This  would  beooae  aore  and  aore  of  a  life- 
threatening  situation. 

The  traffic  patterns  under  the  expressway  ara 
nearly  impossible  for  even  the  most  experienced 
Boston  driver  to  figure  out,  let  alone  tourists 
froa  out  of  town  who  often  find  thenselves  under 
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property  at  335  "B"  Street  extension  in  South 
Boston  on  whlah  it  sonduots  operations  through 
Its  Harding  Conpany  Division.   The  Harding 
Conpany  la  Hew  England's  largest  supplier  or 
hoisting  and  rigging  equlpaant.   Zt  aanufaoturea 
wira  rope  swings  and  uasabllea,  ohain  atsecolles, 
nylon  swings  and  other  hoisting  and  rigging 
equipment  and  supplies  for  this  aroa. 

A  substantial  portion  of  tha  buolnees  of 
Harding  involves  tha  immediate  r«pair  or  replaee- 
aent  of  swings,  chains  or  other  equipaent.   The 
eoaponv  is  continually  reoolvlng  requeats  from 
eaapaales  such  aa  Hew  England  Telephone  and 
other  largo  uteri  of  our  equipment  for  an  inaediatt 
turn-around  on  repair  or  replacement.   In  this 
tine  orltio&l  business,  a  eentral  location  is 
essential. 

V*  wish  to  go  on  reeord  as  being  vobemantly 
opposed  to  alternative  5*  which  would  lnalude  a 
Third  Harbor  Tunnel  to  tho  airport  through  so- 
e&lled  Cooaonwealth  Plats.  Thla  proposal  appeara 
to  run  right  through  the  eonter  of  our  property 
and  would  necessitate  relocation  of  the  Harding 
Company. 
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Baaed   upon   th*    faot    that    a   r*looattlon  would 
probably   mean   a   leee    »cce*sible    site    for   Hardin g, 
which  would  reault   In   a  decr*as*   In   th*   off-tbe- 
street   business,   ••  wish   to  vole*   our  objaotlon 
to   altarnatlv*   5A   and   aak   that   your  oonalderatloa 
of   this   objaotion  ba   plaoad  In   tha   rwoord  and 
taken  Into   aooount   vhan  a   final   daolalon   la    nade. 
Tbanie  70a. 

MS.    CHAXRKARi      Thank   you,    Rr.    Rublno.      And 
now,    w«   will    oall   Br.    Thoapaon    again. 
Kr.   Tboxtpaonf 

KR.    THOlfPSOSi      Oood   afternoon,    Conaissionar. 

My   naa*    la    John    Laritln   Thoapeon,    Z   serve    aa 
tba   president   of  Nassaabusetts    Blua   3hl»ld  with 
offloaa   at   100   Suaner  Street   In  Boaton.      I   aa 
hara   aa   tba   ohalman   of  a   subeoaaltte*   of  what 
la   known  as   tha   coordinating  ooaaltte*   of  Boston, 
whiob  la   an  informal  aaaoolation  of   24    of   tha 
Xargast   bualnaaaaa   operating  within  tha   draatar 
Boaton  arofto      That   subooaalttee   was   put    together 
to   r*vi*w  tba   £13  etatenent   and   to   suggest   tha 
poaltlon  of  thoaa   ooapaales   In   regard   to  tha 
proposal*   contained   th*r*ln. 

Tha   oonaanaua   of  tha   subconaitto*   and  of  lta 
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Coamonwaaltb,  aa  I  said  b*for*,  ahould  proceed 
forthwith  and  simultaneously  with  both  propoaala. 

V*  prasua*  that  tbera  la  a  sufficient  araa 
within  tha  deelgna  bains  oonaldarad  to  oontenplata 
laprovaaant,  and  X  iaagln*  that  would  ba  within 
tha  lntarwat  of  tba  Cosmonwealth  and  certainly 
tha  paopla  within  tba  Connonwaalth,  and  that, 
certainly.  In  raapaot  to  aodifioationa  oonaiatant 
with  that. 

Tha  aaabers  of  tha  aubootmlttaa  with  which 
X  aarra  ar*  alao  partlalpatlnc  with  tba  Oreater 
Boaton  Chaabor  and  lta  taohnloal  committee,  wblob 
I  balleve  you  war*  informed  yeaterdaj  will  ba 
flllnc  a  daflnltlr*  raport  with  70a  be for*  tba 
cut-off  datwo 

In  eonolusion,  I  will  Just  add  that  Z  hart 
personally  baan  a  part  of  a  daoado  of  argument 
over  thla  laaua.   I  hava  bad  tha  privllog*  and 
pleaaura  of  a  erring  aa  tha  Chairman  of  tba 
Hasaport  Authorlt7  back  In  tba  lata  *60*a  and 
aarly  'TO1**  and  X  hav*  baen  poraonall7  involved, 
and,  Juat  aa  a  general  observation,  X  find  it 
porsonall7  anoouraging  that  tiayba  we    ar*  finally 
ooning  to  crips  with  tha  two  major  problems  la 
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parent    ooneaittee   waa    that    tba    design    In   rejara, 
to  both   tha   Tunnal   and   In  resard   to   tba   Centri) 
liter?    aa    contained   within    that    doouaant    of  ta< 
deaign   document   undar   altarnatlra    5*    appaartd 
faaalbla.      Obviously,    w*   ara    not    taohnlcal 
paopla    In    tha   aanaa    of   trying   to   deeign    or 
radaalga  what    tha   alternatives   would  b*B 

Va  earn*  to  tba  oonelusloa.  In  addition,  tbi 
wa  ballara  that  tha  argument  ot«f  which  projeel 
ought  to  som  first,  whieh  baa  gona  on  for  ovai 
a  daoado,  waa  counterproductive  In  tba  Interest 
of  thla  Qreater  Boatoo  oomaunit?,  and  that  ret] 
tha  Commonwealth  ahould  prooaad  forthwith  with 
botb  proposala   simultaneously. 

Va  raeognls*  that  tbara  ar*  major  laauas  s: 
doal  with  tba  dlaruptlon  of  bualnaaaaa  within  1 
thla  ootmoait?,  which  wa  will  pr*auna  will  b* 
further  addraasad  as  tha  research  goaa  forward. 
In  particular,  w*  hart  aanaltlTlt7  to  tha  Tary 
significant  problems  that  tba  Olllatte  Cotzpany 
baa    Identlflade 

All  that  aside,  baoauaa  wa  r*eognisa  that* 
project  of  thla  dimension  must,  and  wa  presume, 
will   addr«aa    thoaa,   wa  believe    that   tb* 
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tb*   ar*a.      V*    ahould  prooaad. 

MR.    CHAZRKASt      Thank  jou,    air. 

Eatb7   Simon  baa   signed  up   to   speak,    and 

tbera   la   now   a  break  In    the    oehedul*.      Xf  aba 
la   hare,    aha    la   welcome    to    testify  - 

yor  thoa*   who  haven't   beard   this,   wa   bar* 
approximately    a   tan-minute    tin*    for   testifying,! 
but    Is    Is   quit*   up   la   th*   air. 

US?  SXHQHi  Thank  70a,  Kr.  Tlemsy.  Ky  I 
Is  lathy  Simon,  X  aa  tha  exeoutlva  dlreotor  of  ■ 
tha  East  Boston  Chamber  of  Commerce  and  a  reals'. 
of   East    Boaton. 

Ky  teatinony  this  afternoon  Is  In  addition  1 
to  what  you  will  hear  around  tha  clock  fron  our 
chairman  of  Industrial  and  Consarclal  DeTalopsai 
Richard  Alfaao.  Ve  would  like  to  go  on  tha  rev 
aa  being  In  favor  of  alternativa  5A,  which  voal- 
lnolude  the  widening  and  depresalon  of  tba 
Central  Artar7  with  Third  Harbor  Tunnel  via  Sou- 
Boston    through   Jeffriea   Cove    to   tb*    airport. 

Soma   have    said   that    there    la    going   to   ba 
s  aerifies  a    by    East   Boston.      Va    believe    that    tha: 
only    aaarlflce   will  be    in   th*    voluae    of   cars   th; 
wa   have    that    ar*   nonresidential    coins    through   t 


ooaaunlty.   But,  there  havs  bo«n  etatenente  and 
praia*  for  the  one-way  toll  aystoa  tbat  baa  been 
lapleaentod,  and  now  la  going  to  ba  parnanontly 
la  place,  and  all  tbat  is  vary  advantageoua  for 
tba  Beaton  alda  of  tba  city.   Sat ,  Eaat  Boston 
la  now  experlenolng  greater  bardahlp  aa  a  result 
of  tbla  one-way  toll* 

Va  believe  tbla  la  because  of  tba  lack  of 
eonvenlsnae  of  baring  tba  30  oanta  oat  to  throw 
In,  where  you  were  abla  to  do  tbat  bafora.   Wa 
would  Ilk*  to  roeoaaend  to  tbo  Coanlsslon  tbat 
tba  one-way  toll  vlll  b«  Included  In  tba  213  and 
In  tba  permanent  plan,  but  tbat  tbo  Haas.  Turnpike 
Authority  and  Xaesaohusetta  Port  Authority  slat 
tokens  tbat  art  Taluad  at  60  oanta  or  vhataTar 
value,  or  at  whataver  value  tbo  raaldanoa  or 
computer  ooat  Is.  ao  that  It  vlll  increase  tbo 
flow  of  traffla  froa  tba  East  Boston  aid*  through 
tba  Tunnal  and  eliminate  tba  nood  to  50  to  a 
booth  and  hand  In  tba  ticket. 

V*  fool  although  tba  Initial  expense  vlll  b* 
a  lit t la  bit  hish«:r  In  tbo  printing  of  tba 
eoanuter  ticket,  tbat  ultloately  tba  roua*  and 
reoyollng  of  tboas  tokana  vlll  prove  to  b*  Tory 
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dlraetly  to  tba  Bird  laland  Plata. 

H3.  CBAXRXAHl   Tba  5A  aodlflodr 

M3.  3IK02ft   Tea,  tbank  you. 

KH.  C2AIRHA3I   Mr.  RuasoT 

MR.  RCSSOl   I  aa  Louis  Ruoso.  an  Sast  Boston 
resident. 

Mr.  Caalraaa  and  l&dloa  and  gentlemen,  a 
daoant  raapaet  for  tba  daaoeratlo  prooaaa 
dlotatoa  tbat  tba  vlll  of  tba  people  b*  board, 
and  further  tbat  tba  vlll  of  tbe  people  prevail. 

Instead,  a  pover  structure,  tbe  kind  of 
lnduatrial  and  politlaal  oomplex  baa  oonaplred 
to  subvert  tbe  vlll  of  the  people  and  baa 
prooeeded  to  inpose  its  vlll  upon  tbe  people; 
specifically,  upon  tbe  people  In  tbe  lapaoted 
areas,   tt  oan  do  this  beoauae  tbe  areas  Involved 
are  lived  In  by  people  vbo  are  Ill-equipped 
profeaalonally  and  financially  to  raise  an 
effective  voles  In  opposition. 

Tbe  one  democratic  tool  which  sItos  equal 
weight  to  the  preferences  of  rich  and  poor  alike. 
the  ballot,  has  been  oonvenlsntly  ignored.   Tbe 
alternatlvea  of  a  project  aa  ncmumontal  as  tbla 
one  ought  to  be  submitted  to  votera  in  the 
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aoit   effective    in    incraaslng   the    flow   of   trafflo 
froa   the    Zest    Boston    side. 

Thank   you,    very   ciuoh. 

KR.    CUAIRrtAHi      Tor  any   of  you  vbo   are   here, 
ve   have    ten   minutes    free    if   anyone   vould   like 
to    speak   before    tbe   n«xt    registered    speaksr. 
Or.    any   of  you   vbo   have   beea    here    before    and 
have    llateaed    to   It   all   day.    ve   have    a   praregls- 
tration   for  people  vbo   are   epeaxlng.      Ve   have 
enough    gaps    In    tbat   preregistretlon   to    take    ear* 
of  people   vbo  have   not    registered   and  vant   to 
speak.      All   tbey   have    to  do   la   gat   on   tbo   list 
and  go  to   tbe   baok  of   tbe  ball   and   gat    their 
naae    registered.      One   of   the    people   vbo   has    done 
that   is   tools   Russo.      If  be    is   here,    be   oan 
testify   right   now. 

Even   thougb   this    is   a   foraal  public   hearing. 
you  don't  have    to  vear  a   tie.    It   is   not   tbat 
formal. 

K3.    SIHOM:       If  it    Is    possible,    I   would    like 
to   aaend  ay   testiaony.      I   believe    I   said   the    5* 
alternative,    and   I  would    like    to   go   on   tbe   moo    1 
for  the   East   Boston   Chamber  of   Conneree,   ve 
meant    tho    5A    alternative   route   vhlcb  vlll  be 
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inpacted  areas,  and  on  a  spealal  ballot.   And. 
tbe  result  of  that  vote  should  guide  the  governor 
and  tbe  federal  authorities  in  aaklng  tbelr 
decisions. 

Tbat  is  the  democratic  way,  that  is  tbe 
process  of  vhlah  this  herald  hall  la  symbolic. 
I  suggest  when  this  process  Is  underlined* 
all  of  us  are  poorer  for  It. 

nine  Is  a  small  voice  and  vlll  likely  go 
unheard  anid  tbe  tuault  of  strong  voices  in 
favor  of  the  harbor  tunnel.   But,  like  Dr.  Souse's 
laaent,  I  speak  for  the  trees,  or,  in  this  ease, 
for  tha  little  people. 

It  vlll  be  felt,  of  course,  by  the  access  of 
progress  for  profits.   But,  like  Jobe.  our 
integrity  will  remain  intact.   I  vonder  bov  aany 
pro-tunnelers  vill  be  able  to  say  that,  I  vondor? 
Thank  you. 

KR.  CEAIRHAJT:   Thank  you,  Kr.  Russo. 
Our  next  scheduled  speaker  is  Joseph  Hullaney. 
KR.  KULLAHET:   Thank  you,  Hr.  Tioraey. 
Sy  naae  is  Joseph  Mullaney,  I'a  a  senior 
vice  president  and  general  counsel  or  Qillette 
Coapany,  and  I'a  appearing  here  today  on  behalf 


or  the  Olllatta  Company. 

Since  19Q»,  vnen  The  Oilletto  Company  first 
bogan  to  manufacture  rtaori  and  blades  at  its 
present  location  In  South  Boaton,  tba  oonpany  baa 
baan  a  atrong  and  contributing  member  of  tba 
Boston  coaaunlty.   Searly  So  percent  of  all  rasor 
bladoa  sold  In  tba  Onltad  3tataa  ara  produoad  In 
that  location*   Today,  tba  oompany'a  facility  In 
South  Boston  employs  about  3,000  of  our  «200 
Boaton  employees,  many  of  thorn  roaldonta  of  tha 
City  of  Boston.   Tha  annual  payroll  of  tha 
ooapany  for  tha  Sooth  Boston  facility  is  approxl- 
aately  165  million. 

Va  would  first  Ilka  to  make  It  olaar  that 
Olllatta  favors  transportation  projects  vhloh 
could  alleviate  tha  problems  assaolatad  with 
tramline  in  and  around  tha  City  of  Boston. 
Olllatta  la  not  epposad  to  widening  and  depressing 
tha  Central  Artery,  nor  la  It  opposad  ta  a 
seaport  aooase  road  or  a  Third  Harbor  Tunnal. 
Olllatta  Is  oppaaad,  however,  to  transportation 
proposals  vhloh  will  danage  tha  Fort  Point 
Channal  and  thraaton  Olllatta' a  opsratlons  In 
South  Boston. 
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Olllatta  has  Bade  extensive  us.  of  tha  watar  In 
tba  Fort  Point  Channal  to  oporata  Ita  cooling 
and  power  aqulpaont.   Currant  oparatlona  bars 
baan  using  approrlnataly  39  gallons  of  »atar  a 
day.   At  fall  oapaelty,  tha  systaa  la  designed 
to  use  38  Billion  gallons  of  water  a  day.   This 
water  muat  ba  of  tha  propar  temperature  and 
quality.   Without  thla  water,  ta  oannot  oparata 
In  South  Boaton. 

If  a  Tunnel,  depressed  Artary  or  seaport 
aeoeas  road  la  constructed  In  the  Channel, 
Olliotte  would  be  deprlTed  of  a  sufficient  water 
supply  of  propar  tenperatura  and  quality,  render- 
ing the  equlpnent  that  dependa  on  thla  watar 
Inoperable. 

It  has  been  suggested  In  the  Draft  Environ- 
mental Impact  Statenent  that  Qlllette's  existing 
water  intake  pipe  be  extended  from  Its  present 
looatlon  all  the  way  Into  3oston  Harbor.   Thla 
la  unacceptable  froa  an  operational  standpoint. 

The  additional  costs  of  pumping,  oleanlng, 
and  maintaining  a  pipe  seven  tinea  the  length  of 
our  present  pipe  would  be  substantial.   Questions 
of  ownership  of  the  pipe  and  the  seabed  on  which 
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We  believe  that  tha  construction  proposals 
in  the  Draft  Environmental  Icpaot  statenent  »1 
cause  such  damage,  both  to  the  Channel  and  ta 
Olllotte'a  operations.   Our  j»Jor  concerns  are 
aa  follows:   In  general,  there  la  the  overall 
Inpaot  on  the  development  potential  of  tb 
Point  Channel.   As  related  to  Olllette  speclfl 
ly,  our  concerns  arei   Water  displacement, 
disruption  of  operatlona  due  to  vibrations, 
disruption  of  operations  due  to  interrupted 
acceas  to  the  facility,  affect  on  expansion  pi 
loss  of  storage  tank  aapaolty. 

Plret,  lot  ae  dlsouss  the  project's  lnpaat 
on  the  potential  of  the  Channel. 

On  Hay  31st  a  'Booton  Olobe*  editorial 
entitled!   •Boston's  Valuable  Channel,"  noted 
that  the  vitality  and  the  visual  Interest  of  tl 
Port  Point  Channel  has  already  sparked  the 
laaglnatlon  of  developers  and  lured  prime 
commercial  and  residential  tenants  to  the  ares. 
The  loss  of  the  Port  Point  Channel,  as  It  exist 
today,  would  be  deeply  felt  by  Olllette.   But, 
It  would  be  a  tragedy  for  3oston. 

Seoond.  water  dlsplaceaent .   Since  192S, 
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they   would  Mot  would   require   resolution,      'art; 
issues    of   »sc«ii    and   safety   aust    be   addressed. 

Our  third   concern   It    tha  natter  of  vlbratio: 
Under  any   of  the   proposed   alternatives,    the 

construction  will  cause  vibrations  which  may  «p 
the  uss  of  precision  inspection  and  aanufacturi. 
equipaent  at  Olllette's  facility.  Sose  of  oar 
procedures  denand  tolerances  to  within  five 
ten-thousandths  of  an  Inoa.  In  addition,  under  * 
alternetlve  5A,  the  permanent  traffic  flow  woulr 
cause   continuing  vibration  probloaa. 

Our  fourth  conoern  Is  the  disruption  of  our 
operations  due  to  restricted  access  to  the 
facility  for  eaployoes.  suppliers,  visitors  and- 
truoklne*  *  disruption  that  would  last  for  ths  i 
long  period  or  construction,  and  in  cone  cases,' 
permanently. 

Fifth  Is  the  oonoern  that  we  have  about  the- 
lapeet  on  future  expansion  plana  for  the  Port 
Point  Channel  and  for  Olllette.  The  potential  I 
for  the  ?ort  Point  Thermal  for  business  and 
recreational  development  has  boon  recognised  f« 
y*»^»»  nnd  the  ourrent  proposals  would  hinder 
those   options.      Likewise,    for   Gillette,    any 
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options  for  further  development  on  the  oonoany'a 
ourrsnt  otto  would  b«  severely  limited. 

Finally,  under  alternative  5A,  Olllette'e 
large  underground  storage  tanks  at  the  South 
Boston  facility,  which  are  vital  to  Its  operations, 
are  looatod  on  the  land  proposed  to  be  taken, 
tfhother  there  la  a  suitable  altematlre  site  for 
these  tanks  has  not  yet  been  determined. 

Let  ae  reiterate  that  Gillette  Is  in  feror 
of  improvements  In  traffic  problens  In  and  around 
the  Soaton  area  and  improved  aoeoas  to  the  seaport 
and  the  airport.   It  1%  however,  our  firm  belief 
that  any  aonatruotlon  aaeoalated  with  a  relocated 
or  depressed  Artery,  a  seaport  access  road  or  a 
Third  Harbor  Tunnel,  should  not  have  serious 
negative  lapaota  on  the  Fort  Point  Channel  or 
Oilletts.   Ve  believe  ohanges  san  be  made  which 
oould  mitigate  these  negative  impacts.   Represent*' 
tlwoft  of  the  Executive  Offlae  of  Transportation* 
aonatruotlon,  and  your  Department  of  Publls  Works, 
working  with  engineers  representing  Olllette,  have 
drafted  oertaln  design  refinements  of  the  proposals 
for  construction  In  and  around  the  Fort  Folnt 
Channel  aa  thoae  proposals  are  contained  in  the 
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In  the  Draft  Environmental  Inpaet  Stateaont  and 
in  its  supplement  ooouples  a  subatantlal 
proportion  of  Fort  Point  Channel.   Approximately 
40  percent  of  the  volume  of  water  would  be 
dlsplaoad  as  It  currently  is  desoribed  in  the 
Draft  Environmental  Iapaot  Statement. 

In  order  to  eliminate  that  iapaot,  va  looked 
at  various  alternatives,  and  the  one  selected  can 
be  very  simply  understood  by  thinking  of  the  two 
parts  of  alternative  5A  modified  that  aro  In  the 
Fort  Point  Channel,  that  ia,  the  northbound 
Central  Artery,  which  passes  along  the  west  side 
of  the  Fort  Point  Channel,  from  Gillette  at  Its 
southerly  end,  up  towards  Simmer  Street,  and  the 
seaport  aeaesa  tunnel,   whieh  rune  from  the 
Hcseaohusetts  Turnpike  and  crosses  the  Fort 
Point  Channel  immediately  in  front  of  the  Olllette 
property. 

The  ai  .mate  that  has  been  suzgested  is  to 
take  both  of  thoae  legs  of  the  new  routes  In 
alternative  5A  modified,  and  to  lower  them  down 
so  that  the  tops  of  those  tunnels  would  lis 
entirely  :-   jath  the  bod  or  practically  entirely 
beneath  t'r  -    bed  of  the  Fort  Point  Channel. 
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Draft  Environmental  Iapaot  Statement.   The 
engineers  for  the  Commonwealth  and  our  engineers 
have  agreed  that  these  refinements  are  technically 
foaslble  and  do  not  significantly  ohanse  the 
alternatives  presently  proposed. 

It  was  also  Indicated  that  these  refinements 
would  be  reflected  ia  the  final  Environmental 
Iapaot  Statement.   Vhile  these  modifications 
would  net  resolve  all  of  Gillette's  concerns, 
they  would  mitigate  to  a  significant  extent  the 
adverse  effects  on  the  Fort  Folnt  Channel  and  on 
Gillette  of  the  present  proposals  following 
consideration  of  information  developed  through 
this  Third  Harbor  Tunnel  and  depression  of  the 
Central  Artery.   If  thoee  refinements  are 
included  In  the  final  EI3  as  part  of  the 
preferred  alternative  for  construction  in  and 
around  the  Port  Point  Channel,  tbey  will  be 
acceptable  to  Olllette. 

I  have  asked  Dr.  Poulous  of  QeoToeh 
Engineers,  Inc.  to  provide  you  vith  a  suanary 
or  theee  proposals. 
Dr.  PoulousT 
DR.  POlTLOUSt   Alternative  5A  as  described 
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Therefore,  although  there  would  be  construc- 
tion lnpaets  while  tbey  were  being  built,  the 
permanent  impact  on  the  Fort  Point  Channel  would 
be  very  snail.   The  isspaets  on  the  Channel  Itself 
end  on  Olllette  would  be  mitigated  greatly  by 
impressing  these  two  lanes  of  the  highway  system 
beneath  the  bed  of  the  Channel. 

As  part  of  this  &7Sten,  Dorehester  Avenus 
would  bs  noved  more  westerly  from  the  location 
thot  Is  given  in  the  draft  of  the  Environmental 
Inpaet  Statement,  and  the  filling  required  for 
the  7ort  Point  Channel  would  only  extend  up  to 
approximately  Dorcheeter  Avenue,  rather  than 
all  the  way  in  front  of  Oillette,  and  no  filling 
would  be  needed  on  the  west  bonk  of  the  Channel 
all  the  way  up  to  the  north  by  Sunaor  Street. 
If  Dorchester  Avenue  la  reopened  and  added  on 
top  of  the  northbound  Central  Artery,  which  is 
now  depressed  below  the  bed  of  tho  Channel,  it 
could  be  supported  with  well-designed  columns 
and  would  not  oocupy  &n7  volume  of  the  Channel, 
although  it  would  occupy  aoae  of  the  surface 
area  of  the  Channel  so  that  It  would  bo  seen  aa 
oaaupylng  a  portion  of  the  weat  aids. 
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That's    a  auauaary   of  the    alternative. 

KH.    CKAXRKAHI       Thank    you,    Mr.    Hullaney    and 
Dr.    Poulou8» 

Our   naxt    aahedulod    ■poiUor    is    Secretary 
Evelyn   Hurphy. 

MS.    TIURPHTi      Thank   you,    Connlesloner  Tierney 

X   &■   2v«rlyn   Murphy,    the    State    Secretary    for 
Urban   Affairs,    and  I  thank  you   for  thia   opportunltj 
to   testify  before   yon   thie   afternoon. 

tot  no   say,    first,   that   I   strongly   support 
tha    5*   nodifiod   plan   in   the    Draft   Enrlronnental 
Xtipaot   Statoaont   and   Environtaental   Inpact    P.oport. 
Henbers    of   tho   buslnosa    oonaunity   have    cpent    a 
lot   of  tlae    looting  at   tha   draft   and   analysing 
tho   offsata    and  will   &a   testifying  In  aora   datail 
about   their   thoughts   and  oonoerns,    and   X  would 
urs«   you  to   weigh   their  eutmsstions   carefully. 

Froa  ay   oonversationa  with  tha   buainesa 
leaders,    there   ia  a  widespread  support    for  the 
propoaed   projaote    but    sons    of   the   details   need    to 
b*   ironed   outi(    and  those   aan  be   done   in   the   tins 
and   fashion,    I   think,   particularly   what   you  hare 
just   heard   froa  Gillette,    the  way   those   oaa 
preolude   the   hind  of  detailed  response   to   their 
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Bearly    all  of  that    food   ia   transported  by 
track,    and,    inaldentally,    are   all  perishable, 

Coontleea   hours    spent   in   trafflo   Jaaa   and 
delays   on  the  Central  Arteries   oauae   Massachusetts 
residents   a  great   deal  of  noney    for  baala   staples 
and  diminish   the   quality   of  produoe   thafe 
eventually  beooaea   our  dinners* 

Lot's   take   a  different   exaapla.      That   la, 
the  tourlats   of  the   1990'a. 

Withstanding  the   sapaoltles   of  the   new  hotels, 
those   that   hare   the   aoxtaute-   froa  the  Capo,    the 
Berkahlrea,   Heritage   Plantation,    froa  Lowell  and 
Lawrence   and  rail   Hirer  and   Gardner,    throughout 
the   state,    elta  all  of  this   potential,    Boston, 
Massachusetts,   baa  now  been  In   for  an  enoraous 
tourist  business   in   the  next   decade,,      A  Third 
Harbor  Tunnel  can  offer  a  batter  aooess    for  those 
tourists   ooaing   froa  the   airport   directly   into 
Boa-son.      Moreover,    the  Tunnel  assures  better 
aoeeaa    for  bualneae   poople    in   the    increasingly 
national  and  International  marketplace   that   we 
find  this    state    in.      Proa  Boston,    the   Bird   Island 
?lata,    downtown    financial   aorvioee    in   the    computer 
softwares   ventures,    aa  well   aa   exporting  all 
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concern   will   be    particularly    inportact    to    all   o;- 
as. 

So,    let   cm    turn   ay    connants,    Hr.    Cottniaaloot 
to    opeaa   aora    to   the    issue    of  aaay   working   peop, 
in   Kaaaaohuoetta    and  bow    this    proposal   affeots 
than. 

The  deprcaeion  of  the  Central  Artery  and  th< 
Third  Harbor  Tunnel  using  aeaport  all^nnent  can 
aoke  significant  contribution  to  Haaaaohusetta* 
vorkore  and  business  pooplo.  Let  as  explain 
aoae  of  the  iasuoe  that  X  think  are  particular!; 
Important. 

All   of  us    in  Massachusetts   depend  on  a 
eocplox    trucking   operation    for  our   basic    aurvlvi 
for  the  noveaont   of  produoe   and   bo   that    that 
food   can  be   put   on  our   tables   every   day.      Ve   ari 
laportlng,   as  you  know,    about    30   percent    of  the 
food   we    oonauae,    and  whether   it    is    the    laported 
gooda    or   the    produoe   novlng    froa  western 
Kaaeaohuaetta    or  froa   the   Cape    to  plaeea   like 
the   Chelaea  diatributlon   center,    we   essentially 
rely   on   that   kind   of  distribution   and   acoeaa   to 
those   roadways   for  the   dally   food   that   we   put  at 
our  tables. 
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Banner  of  axaufactured  goods,  the  state  and 
buainess  people  need  aoeasa  to  Logan  Airport  aoc 
business  people  froa  outside  of  Maeaachusetts 
and  froa  outside  of  the  United  States  need  acoati 
to  us. 

Many,  aaay  Jobs  depend  on  the  vitality  of  o\. 
tradlag  elsewhere.  Logan  la  the  gateway  to  aaet* 
of  that  trade. 

Plnally,  let  ae  sake  one  point  clear.   3alei< 
people,  workers,  aaay  of  as  who  rely  on  the 
Central  Artery  to  got  to  oar  Jobs,  to  and  froa 
thea,  and  to  our  work  every  day,  have  to  use  thJ 
Artery  on  days  off  to  gala  aooess  to  ths  Sorts 
Shore  beaches  or  the  South  Shore  beaches  for  a 
little  relaxation,  and  ve  depend  on  that  Artery 
every  day.   During  a  tlae  when  ve  need  to  incon 
that  Massachusetts  reaalns  ooapetltlve  with  oth< 
states  and  nations,  we  slaply  cannot  afford  to 
hold  our  najor  resources  or  our  people  stallsd 
in  trafflo.   Squally  laportant  is  the  fruatratit 
of  the  experience  of  spending  houra  away  froa 
leisure  tlae  for  unnecessary  long  ooaautes  froai 
work  or  leisure  that  cannot  help  hut  affect  the 
quality  of  our  lives. 


22 
23 


*-56 

Maosaabusetts   workers ,    aontuaars ,    truckers, 
business    p«r»on«,    and    tourists,    we    all   wear   on* 
or   another   of   these   hats   In   eoao    ways    ovary   single 
day,      Z   asa   these   oii?jpl-n,    Mr.    Cuaniuaionir, 
fop   oat    purpose,    to    Illustrate    that    fundamentally 
both    tha   proposed  highway    lnproveaont   and   tha 
nee?  Tunnel  affeotts    ua    and  our  ooonoalo   wall- 
bains.      Tha    Tunnol   alone   will   not    solve    the 
produce   p rob  lea  or  tha   dally  vorkar's    frustrations 
on   tha   Artery.      Tho   Artery   alona   won't    solve 
accoss   probloaa    for  tourists   and  outalda   business 
parsons.      But,    token   together,    tha   daproasad 
Central  Artory   lnproveaont   and   a  new  Third  Harbor 
Tunnol    alona   tha    support    alignment   offars    this 
fundamental,    ooonoalo   well-being   of   tha   paopla   In 
Raoaaehusetts.      ThanJc  you. 

K2.   CKAZ&KAUi      Thank  you,    Secretary   Murphy. 

Our  nozt    scheduled   speaker   is    Slirabeth 
Brana field. 

KS.    3RAH£FZ2I»r*t      ThanJc  you,    Conaloaioocr  Tiarney. 

Before   I  begin,    nay   Z   ooncend  you   for  tha 
seating  arrangement.      It   Is   psychologically 
helpful   at   least   to  bo   en   the   sue   level   as   those 
In  authority. 
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the  other  lap&cts  that  nay  develop  during  the 
oonstruetlon  process,  the  lnpacta  that  the  projects 
will  have  on  Boston  neighborhoods  in  the  future, 
the  overall  environoental  iapaot  of  the  facilities, 
and  the  lnpaet  that  the  new  faslllty  will  have  on 
the  city's  and  the  region's  future  development 
and  aeononlo  growth. 

The  third  Tunnel  and  Central  irtory  projects 
are  being  ooneidered  at  a  tise  when  many  other 
transportation  improvements  are  being  reoonaendod, 
such  aa  improvements  to  North  and  South  Stations, 
groan  line  improvements  to  C&nbrldge,  developnent 
in  South  Boston,  and  major  highway  improvements 
in  Cherlestown,  to  mention  a  few. 

Zt  Is  therefore  essential  that  thene  projects 
be  oonsldered  not  only  on  their  own  aorits  but 
In  the  context  of  an  ovsrsll  transportation 
sycton  for  the  Metropolitan  Boston  area. 

Zn  an  even  broader  oontext,  the  transportation 
systea  must  strengthen,  help  revitalise,  and 
enhance  the  amenities  and  tha  quality  of  life  In  the 
Metropolitan  area. 

Thoae  overall  bonofita  may  significantly 
outwoigh  the  localized  impacts  of  the  Central 
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Ry  noae  is  Elizabeth  Sranafleld  and  Z  an  the 
president  of  the  Hatrcpolitan  Area  Planning 
Council.   The  HAPC  Is  the  official  rocianal 
planning  aijonoy  for  the  101  altloa  and  towns  in 
the  Boston  Metropolitan  area.   The  agency  oonducte 
•oonoalo  davolopnent,  environmental ,  land  use , 
and  transportation  planning  for  tha  region  and 
its  nenber  connunitles.   Ey  state  regulation, 
MAPC  revlowa  all  environmental  iapaot  analyses 
for  projects  in  tha  Boaton  Metropolitan  area. 

Our  agsney  haa  participated  in  the  review 
and  analysis  of  the  Third  Harbor  Tunnel  and 
Central  irtory  projects  since  they  wore  first 
considered  as  eorrldor  planning  studies.   We 
participated  in  the  Interagency  meetings  and 
have  conducted  exhaustive  reviews  of  the  variety 
of  toohnloal  doeuaonts  produced  as  part  of  the 
project. 

There  is  no  question  that  the  construction  of 
a  third  Tunnel  and  the  depression  of  the  Central 
Artery  will  serve  an  important  need  and  laprove 
traffic  in  the  core  area. 

However,  in  addition  to  the  traffio  benoflte, 
it  is  important  that  consideration  be  given  all 
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Artery  and  harbor  crossing,  whothar  beneficial  or 
adverse.   Zt  la  the  role  of  the  Metropolitan 
Area  Planning  Couneil  to  look  at  the  Central  Artery 
Harbor  Tunnel  projeots  in  this  broader  overall 
context  and  to  consider  how  the  area  will  be 
served  best  within  the  limits  of  realistically 
available  funding  and  the  purposes  for  which  the 
funding  nay  be  used. 

The  couneil,  representing  loaal  elected 
officials  in  the  coaprohenslve  planning  process, 
has  established  a  special  Third  Harbor  Tunnel/ 
Central  Artery  task  farce  to  conduct  a  detailed 
review  of  the  technical  documents  and  of  the 
expected  effects  on  the  region. 

Zn  the  course  of  that  third  special  task 
force  studies,  it  will  be  addressing  the  concerns 
raised  by  the  gentleaan  froa  Tho  Oillette  Company. 

The  position  of  the  oounoll  and  its  recommen- 
dations to  the  governor  will  bo  aade  on  August  22, 
and  may  include  tho  ohoico  of  the  best  alternative 
for  the  region  and  recommendations  for  modifica- 
tions or  conditions  to  maximise  benefits  to  the 
Boston  Metropolitan  area  and  its  residents. 

Citizens  and  looal  officials  are  Invited  to 
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axpresa  their  concerns  to  MA?C  by  August  IT  In 
order  to  insure  their  consideration  by  the  August 
22  deadline. 

Thank  y-  ,  very  suoh. 

MR.  CHAIUMAMi   Thank  you,  very  ouch. 

Our  next  eehaduled  speaker  Is  Kr.  John 
Crosier* 

We  will  now  take  a  brief  roceas  until  our 
noit  speaker  arrives. 

[Heooss  taken. 3 

KR.  CSAIRKAHi   I  would  Ilka  to  reconvene  now. 
Our  next  scheduled  speaker  Is  John  Croaler. 

Kr.  Croslerf 

H3.  CROSIJR:   Thank  you,  Mr.  Chairman. 

Ry  nan*  la  John  Croaler,  and  I'm  tha  executive 
dlreator  froa  the  Massachusetts  Business  Round 
Table,  Incorporated,  a  statewide  organisation  of 
the  largest  private  aector  employers  with  approxi- 
mately 360,000  enployeee.   Our  purpose  la  to  work 
Tor  a  strong,  coopetitive  econonla  eliaate  for 
Massachusetts  business  so  that  we  oar.  grew  more 
joba  here. 

The  MaesaahuaeCts  transporatlon  systea,  and 
In  particular  tha  proposals  under  consideration 
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to  better  compete  In  national  and  international 
markets,  Improved  access  to  Logan  and  the  aoveaent 
of  traffla  through  our  capital  city  auat  be 
addrosaed  now.   We  applaud  the  very  vigorous 
efforts  of  the  administration  to  forge  a  consensus 
resolution  of  the  many  problems  surrounding  theae 
difficult  choice*. 

We  believe  that  both  a  Third  Harbor  Tunnel 
and  a  solution  to  the  Central  Artery  problem  are 
required  now. 

The  Massachusetts  Business  Round  Table  does 
not  have  tha  technical  resources  to  comment  on  the 
specifics  of  the  various  alternatives ,  but  we  do 
know  that  if  a  resolution  is  not  reached  very  soon, 
then  all  of  ua  will  feel  the  negative  Impact. 

The  Massachusetts  Business  Round  Table** 
framework  includes  a  chamber  of  comnerea  network 
whioh  obviously  includes  the  Greater  Boston 
Chamber  of  Comaeroe. 

Our  executive  committee  has  determined  that 
the  Greater  3oaton  Chamber  of  Commerce  is  the 
organization  to  whom  we  will  look  for  background 
research  and  guidance  on  this  issue. 

We  are  assured  that  a  special  conaittee  of 
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today,  are  of  vital  concern  to  any  sound  econaaii 
policy.  Access  to  Logan  Airport  and  the  Port  of 
Boston  aro  of  obvious  interest  to  all  *.assaabus« 
businesses.  Passport  remains  a  key  elcaent  la 
providing  affootlve  air  and  water  transportatloa 
for  paopls  and  freight.  Sixteen  percent  of 
Maaaachueetts  jobs  is  direetly  ralated  to  exporta 
and  much  of  those  are  shipped  froa  Logan  Airport 
or  the  Port  of  Boston. 

Because  of  our  diverse  economic  base,  the 
Massachusetts  econeay  is  uniquely  positioned  to 
witness  at ron£  Job  growth.   However,  that  growth 
depends  on  substantially  laproved  access  to  Logia 
Airport,  whioh  is  critical  to  the  types  of 
employees  that  our  economy  can  attract  and  the 
types  of  goods  we  need  to  aova  through  that 
international  airport.   With  automobile  traffic 
at  a  virtual  standstill  during  comauter  hours 
and  with  businesses  relyins  on  trucking  for 
ehlpaent  of  deliveries  continually  thwarted  by 
er ratio  schedules  brought  about  by  traf fie 
congestion,  s  status  quo  decision  to  do  nothinc 
Is  claariy  not  an  alternative. 

As  we  look  forward  to  increased  opportunities 


*-63 

the    3oston    Chaaber   of   Coaaerce   will   provide    its 
reeoaaendations    and    analysis    of   the    various 
options    by   aid-August.      We   believe    that   because 
of    their    greater   study    of  this    Issue    and   the 
fast    that    the    most    significant    economic    iapaet 
will   be   upon   the   Boston   business    coaaunlty.    It 
is    appropriate    to    await    the    results    of   their 
review.      Until   »e   have    that    analysis,    ws    think 
it    la    not    appropriate    for   us    to   aake    a  aore 
comprehensive    st&teaent . 

Thank  yon,    Mr.    Chainaan. 

MR.    CHAIRMAHi      Thank   you,    Hr.    Crosier. 

Our   next    scheduled    speaker   is    Richard   B'Sllorfir 

HR.   D»SLL0R7ASOi      Thank   you,    Mr.    Chairaan. 

Sy   naae   is    Rlehard   D'Ellorfano   and   I'a   a 
menbar   of    the    Board    of   2ast    Boston    Chamber   of 
Coaaerce,    presently    chairman   of   the    industrial 
commercial    a oct ion. 

I   have    been   authorised   by    the    Bast    Boston 
Chamber   of   Comaeree    to    testify    on   behalf  of   our 
third   harbor   crossing. 

I  have    attended   many  workshop   meetings   which 
were   held    at    27   School   Street   in   Boston,    spoke 
with    the    engineers    present    as    well    as 
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worki,  and  other  interested  partlea,  and  expressed 
oar  oonasrni  relative  to  the  plana  than  bains 
addressed. 

Dua  to  the  participation  of  our  district, 
which  vauld  ooaur  If  tha  railroad  alignment 
vara  favored,  «i  war*  oppoaad  to  that  aa  wall  aa 
additional  toll  bootha  on  tha  East  Boston  and  of 
tha  crossing  because  of  tha  air  pollution  vhioa 
la  already  mora  than  wo  can  boar* 

Taa  Dufcafcls/Selvuool  plan,  vhloh  recently 
crj»  forward,  alternative  5A  modified  has 
addreaaed  all  of  oar  ooaeerns,  a  apllt  alignment 
Tunnel,  a  depressed  Artery,  and  a  seaport  aooaaa 
road  la  South  Boaton  cith  toll  bootha  on  airport 
property. 

Although  vork  on  thla  project  ahonld  bo 
accomplished  simultaneously,  the  prioritios  la 
our  rlev  to  allow  thla  district  cone  relief  from 
congestion  are,  one,  first  to  work  on  the  third 
harbor  crossing;  two,  the  seaport  sooess  route, 
and,  finally,  the  Central  Artary  depreealon. 

Thank  you,  very  auoh. 

KR.  CEAXRHAJti   Thank  you,  Mr.  D'Bllorfono. 
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If  ve  are  to  remain  the  vital  and  eoapetltlve 
part  of  tha  oonaunity  at  Logan  conducting  air 
cargo  buaineaas  ••  will  require  aa  efficient 
roadway  systea  for  Logon  Airport. 

Thank  you. 

KR.  CSAXRKAAt   Thank  you,  air. 

Is  Mr.  Albert  nereT 

He  will  take  a  brief  recess. 

[Brief  reoeas  taken.] 

KR.  CHAZRRASt   I  would  now  like  to  reaoavene 
the  meeting* 

Ve  have  a  opea&or  who  has  signed  up  recently, 
Thomas  Hogan.   Kr.  Hoganf 

XH.  HOOAS:   I  would  Just  like  to  say  that* 
as  both  a  resideat  and  aoaeoae  who  works  in 
Bostoa,  I  would  like  to  apeak  out  aa  certainly 
In  favor  of  the  depreaaed  Central  Artery  and 
also  for  the  new  Harbor  Tunnel  having  the  leas 
adverse  effect  on  both  the  ?ort  Point  Channel 
and  East  Boaton  neighborhood. 

How,  I  work  on  the  waterfront,  but  I  do  not 
live  there.   3o,  even  though  I  will  have  to 
aontinue  to  traverae  this  area,  vhloh  I  am  sure 
la  an  inconvonlonae  to  ne ,  but  Z  think  that  as 
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Our  next  aeheduled  speaker  la  Kr.  Albert,  Is 
Mr.  Albert  here* 

Well,  ve  have  a  ipeakor  vho  signed  up  for 
toatlfying  and  we  will  fill  the  gap  with  ths 
speaker. 

Is  Saurloe  Slnonean  here* 

HR.  SIMOHEAHi   Thank  you,  Wr.  Chairaan.  • 

As  president  of  the  cargo  ooasunity  of  Sew 
England,  with  over  250  members  of  the  cargo 
community  at  Logan  Airport,  which  consists  of 
porters,  brokers,  airlines  and  coamaraial  aa counts, 
Z  wish  to  be  rocordod  as  In  support  of  the  Third 
Harbor  Tunnel. 

Vltb  the  development  of  the  Bird  Xaland 
Plats  oomplex,  which  Includes  tho  only  trade- free 
sone  located  at  a  =a,'or  international  airport  la 
this  country.  Ve  have  a  vital  interest  to  see 
leprovenont  of  aocaas  to  and  froa  Logon  Internatlon 
al  Airport. 

In  1962  ve  handled  a  half  a  billion  pounds 
of  cargo  for  *,000  firms  representing  ill  billioa 
worth  of  revenue.   Through  the  first  quarter  of 
1933,  ve  are  running  28  percent  ahead  of  1932 
figures. 
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far  as  a  long-term  situation  for  the  olty,  the 

acre  fast  of  the  depreaaed  Artery  to  replace 
the  current  eyeaore  and  conditions  that  are  here 
in  the  Central  Arteries,  it  is  worth  It.   Thank 
you. 

KB.  CHAIRKAHi   Thank  you. 

Our  next  sabeduled  speaker  Is  Paul  Euataee, 
Secretory  of  Labor,  Secretary  Bustacot 

KB.  EUSTACBi   Thank  you,  Hr.  Chairaan.   Z 
Just  have  a  few  briaf  statements* 

Tne  project  as  planned  is  projected  to  cost 
32.2  billion,  90  percent  which  will  be  federally 
financed,  It  will  require  63,000  persons  a  year 
of  working  oonatructloa,  concrete,  heavy  industry, 
and  the  like.   Approximately  6,000  Jobs  per  year 
will  be  provided,  aasualng  the  construction  year 
llfs.   Of  these  Jobs,  25  percent  will  go  to 
downtown  Boston  area  residents  for  a  total  of 
Jobs  for  11,000  local  residents  vho  will  be 
employed  over  the  life  of  the  project. 

Other  Job  Information  1st   Ho", 000  Jobs  will 
be  Involved  on  site,  17,000  Jobs  that  are  moot 
likely  out  of  state.   3etveea  $50  million  and 
$70  million  in  state  income  taxes  will  be 
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generated  from  wages  paid  during  tha  oonc truotlon 
projoat,   The  construction  jab*  and  ooncys 
Involved  nana  as  a  multiplier  effeotj  sine* 
20  acres  of  land*  will  be  freed  up  for  devalop- 
nant  by  depressing  tha  Central  irtory,  tba  niv 
projaatlon  will  b*  95  to  10  nlllion  la  long-term 
tax  revenues,  vhloh  will  ba  very  helpful  for  tha 
city  and  state.   Projects  will  oraata  battar 
access  to  tha  airports  and  because  of  tha 
cellverysystea  of  goods  and  service  In  Haw 
England*  tha  regional  oeonoay  will  drastically 
inprova. 

7or  onapla,  the  anticipated  growth  In 
southeastern  Haas,  will  be  supported  by  tha 
improved  aoaesa  route  to  the  airport.   Tha 
multiplier  effect  also  Deans  that  vlth  $2.2  billion 

■nt  on  eonstruatlon,  ovor  93-5  billion  In 
household  Items  and  Industrial  sales  will  accrue, 
and  we  apeak  today  of  tha  proposed  programs  and 
X  think  tha  state  needs  then,  they  have  been  too 
long  In  coming  and  they  should  ba  put  Into  effect 
aa  soon  as  possible. 

Than*'  you,  Mr.  Chairman. 

MR.    CHiiRMid!      Thank  yoa. 


4-70 

financing  part   of  tha  oosts   of   urban  nass   transit 
froa   highway    trust    funds. 

The   League    also   supported   the   national  Raas 
Transportation  Assistance    let   of   157*  t    ands 
locally,  ea    worked   for  a  etata   constitutional 
amendment   alloying  flexible   use   of  highway    funds 
for  pubUe  transportation, 

Sron  with   these   changes   in  policy,    tha   Laagua 
reoegnlsaa   tha   realities   that    eitiee   do  not  hava 
the   opportunity   to  plan  and   adequately   flnanaa 
integrated  transportation  ayatens   of  their  own 
dealgn,      Va   belleTa   the  highway   trust   fund   should 
ba  restricted  to   allow  cities   and   statea   tha 
flexibility   to  build  whatever  form  of  ground 
transit   they   dees  necessary. 

Interstate   noneys   designated   for  Boston's 
Third  Harbor  Tunnel  could  ba    transferred  to 
transit   and  other  highway  projects}    but   tha 
political  reality   is   that   va  would  probably   end 
up  with  little   sore   than   tha    $400  million 
currently  approved   for   the   Tunnel. 

Approving   the   Tunnel   option   could   effectively 
mere    than   double   tha   amount    of  coney    received. 
Tha   availability   of  larga   federal   grants   for 
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.V;ain,    wo    will   have    a    short   re      zb    until   out 
nertt    speaker   or   sonaona    si  ens    up,    oosoon*   abo 
wants    to   speak. 

[Short    roceoa    taleoa.} 

KB.    CHURHASi      Our  naxt    scheduled   speaker  li 
Carol   Sanduck    from  the    Kaosachusatts   League   of 
Women   Toton, 

R3 .   SAHDOCXi      Oood   afternoon.      '■'?   nana  la 
Carol  Sanduck   and  I*a  tba   transportation 
specialist    for   the   nassaehuoetts    League    of 
Woman  Voters. 

Hepresontlng  over  100    looal   organisations, 
the   League    of  Vooon  Totars    of  Massachusetts   has  I 
evaluated   this   proposal  vlth   regard   to   Its   lapse 
on   regional   transportation   in  Flassachusstts. 
After   careful   consideration,    we   have   chosen   te 
support    the   proposal  which   Incorporates   depress!) 
and  widening  the   Central  Artery  vlth    additional! 
aoceas   to  the   airport   via  the   new   alignment   for 
the   Third  Harbor  Tunnel,    alternative    5A   or  5A 
modified* 

The    League*  s    commitment    to   public    transposi- 
tion  remains   strong.      We   worked   to    amend   the 
Federal  Aid  Highway   Act    of   1972    to   permit 
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construction   rather   than   maintenance    and   operatic 
unfortunately,    drives    looal  decision  making. 

A   strong  transit   network   is    crucial   to  tha 
viability   of  tha   region.      Tba   League    recognizes   • 
the   need    for  compatible,   workable,    integrated 
publle   transportation   and  highway   syatecs.      Our   I 
national  position  on  urban  policy  states   that 
tha   League   of  Vonen  Voters   bellevaa    It    is    in   the  | 
national  Interest   to  promote    tha   well-being  of 
Aaerloa*s    cities. 

Clearly,    improving  nobility   through   and   ta 
the  Boatan   area  will   lnereaaa   eeonomlo   developata 
and   stimulate    growth,    vital   not   only  to   3oeten 
but   to   tha   region   aa   well.      We   believe   tha 
proposed   projeot   ia   neeesaary  to   improve   thia 
soblllty   and   thus   Eoeton's  well-being. 

Environmental    impact    is    another   concern   of 
ours.      The   proposal   refloats    careful   attention 
to    air   quality,   water  quality,   nolsa   and  vlbratle 
effects    in   Boston.      Ve    feel    this    project   also 
presents    an   unusual   opportunity   to   increase 
safeguards    and   monitoring  processes    during   and 
after   construction.      We    urge    otrlngent    standard*  | 
and  enforcement. 
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Another  fona  of  pollution  1*  visual  blight, 
and  cost  would  welcome  elimination  of  the  monstrous 
croon  giant  which  oevars  and  shadows  Boston. 
Vhat  safeguards  ,  ho  wo  to  r,  trill  protect  the  20 
now  aorei  of  land  to  bo  devdopod  over  tho 
Central  Artery?   Tho  League  urges  careful  planning 
and  nanegenent  of  this  potential  gift. 

It  is  admirable  that  tho  nost  recent  proposal 
doas  not  tiko  any  residental  housing,  thereby 
alnlnixing  long-torn  disruption  to  tho  coanunities 
Tho  extqnt  to  which  conasreial  takings  are 
dlsanaiod  It  also  aoaaondable,  but  we  urge  further 
stud/. 

Conasreial  entities  are  not  isolated  units. 
Their  disruption  will  affect  Job  changes  which 
in  turn  will  affect  fonllies  vhloh  in  turn  will 
effect  the  coasunity.   Although  not  aa  obvious 
and  dramatic  an  ovant  a*  the  destruction  of  bousing 
In  a  conaunity,  coaaeraial  takings  have  a 
definite  lnpaot  on  tho  region.   Additional 
consideration  of  tho  individuals  who  vlll  be 
affected  by  these  takings  la  needed.   Tho  people 
involved  aay  &•  few  1b  number  but  the  lspaot  on 
tholr  Uvea  and  tho  rogion  vlll  bo  great. 
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MR.  CHAIRMAN:   Oar  next  scheduled  speaker  la 
Betsy  Johnson  from  the  Boston  League  of  Uoaen 
Voters. 

S3.  JOSKSOHi   My  nane  is  Betsy  Johnson.   X 
an  tho  transportation  community  chairperson  for 
the  Boston  League  of  Yonen  Voters. 

tfhero  the  League  of  Voaan  Voters  of 
Massachusetts  has  reviewed  the  proposed  project 
aa  to  its  costs  and  benefits  sad  affaots  on  the 
overall  region,  the  Boston  League  concentrated 
on  the  iapacts  to  the  City  of  Boston  Itself, 
particularly  the  effoots  on  neighborhoods  and 
the  quality  of  city  lire. 

The  League  of  Voaan  Voters*  position  1j  based 
on  study  and  menber  consensus  at  three  levelsi 
national,  ctate  and  looal.   The  local  position's 
primary  enphasis  is  for  projects  which  provide  a 
more  offlcient  and  extensive  public  transportation 
systea.   There  is  a  need  to  roduce  the  historic 
Imbalance  betwean  noas  transit  and  highway 
construction  and  use. 

The  transportation  systoa  raust  be  balanoed 
end  projects  nuat  consider  the  entire  transporta- 
tion network.   Our  earlier  objections  to  the 
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fcocontly  there  has  been  discussion  of 
possible  publio  tranaportnt ion  udob  for  the 
proposod  harbor  tunnel.   Restricted  bus  and 
o&rpool  lanes   re  olted  as  exocples.   The  League 
urges  state  transportation  officials  to  consider 
increasing  the  use  of  alternatives  to  the  private 
auto  far  traveling  to  and  fron  the  airport. 

Tho  ooet  of  this  enornous  projeot  is  of 
serious  ooncorn.   It  Is  laporativo  that  the 
Commonwealth'*  tan  percent  share  not  be  drawn 
froa  revenues  potentially  available  to  public 
transportation.   In  addition,  the  League  strongly 
supports  usor  coat-sharing  necsuras  to  provide 
funda  for  maintaining  those  roada. 

Ve  would  like  to  than*  the  Exocutivo  Office 
of  Transportation  and  Construction  for  allowing 
us  to  testify  today.   They  should  bo  contended 
for  their  efforts  to  Involve  the  public  in  this 
process. 

The  availability  of  documents,  the  nunber  and 
location  of  aectlngs,  and  tho  extended  hours  for 
tootinony  reflect  a  sinoers  effort  under  severe 
tine  constraints  to  aaxisia*  public  participation* 
Thanfc  you. 
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Third  Harbor  Tunnel  arose  because  it  was  a  piecemeal 
approach. 

The  proposed   projeot  nay  be  aassive,  but  it 
does  begin  to  include  an  entire  portion  of  the 
transportation  systea.   Although  the  Boston  League 
will  continue  to  urge  for  upgrading  and  ongoing 
evaluation  of  further  transit  improvements  to 
eneourage  greater  use  of  publie  transportation 
to  the  airport,  we  also  rceognice  that  public 
transit  alone  will  not  solve  the  future  traffic 
probleas. 

At  the  original  Third  Harbor  Tcnael  scoping 
hearing,  tho  Boston  League  testified  that  four 
additional  alternatives  should  be  considered. 
Ve  are  pleased  that  three  of  our  suggestions, 
particularly  those  concerning  the  Central  Artery, 
have  now  been  included. 

However,  the  need  to  consider  alternative 
transit  options  still  has  not  been  adequately 
addressed.   There  is  the  concern  that  if  the 
project  before  us  today  is  built,  there  will  be 
little  regaining  coneys  for  the  transit  aspects 
of  tho  c73toc  which  also  need  inprovewent.   What 
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comnitnenta  to  transit  can  be  included  In  thli 
projeat? 

Vo  ouggest  that  any  tunnel  include  designated 
lanea  and  be  part  of  a  mass  transit  system  between 
South  Station  and  Logan  Airport.   V*  aupport  the 
designated  bus  roup  .'roa  Dawey  Square.   Toll 
levels  should  be  set  high  enough  so  as  to  be 
able  to  provide  revenuco  needed  for  transit 
laprovenanta* 

Overall,  the  Draft  Environmental  Impact 
Report  Indicates  a  number  of  positive  aspects  or 
benefits  to  the  project.   Proa  our  local  prospec- 
tive, there  is,  most  importantly,  the  opportunity 
to  repair  the  nasatlve  impacts  that  resulted  from 
building  the  Central  Axtory  through  city  nolghbor- 
hoods  In  the  1950'a. 

The  city  coa  be  again  llnkod  visually  and 
physically  by  removing  the  elevated  highway. 
Kolaa  can  be  reduaed  and  air  pollution  ehnnnelad* 
There  la  concern,  however,  that  the  reconstructed 
area  will  continue  to  be  deelgned  baaed  on  a 
straet,  the  nev  aurfaoe  artery.   Tha  parcels 
depicted  in  figure  101,  page  273,  indicate  this. 
There  must  be  nuoh,  nuoh  nore  dlaeusalon  by 
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through  the  residential  area. 

Additional  modifications  to  the  exit  rans 
onto  Zaat  Berkeley  Street  ore  needed.   Tra_fflo 
sixould  flow  onto  on  upgraded*  two-way  herald 
street,  which  is  renoved  froa  residences,  instead 
of  onto  Berkeloy  Street.   Further  consideration 
of  alternatives  concerning  the  relocation  of 
Dorchester  Avenue  and  tha  location  of  tha  Tunnel 
beneath  It  la  needed.   Tha  present  configuration 
excessively  Lapacta  tha  Fort  Point  Channel.   Tha 
final  report  ahould  reprint  71  and  73,  pages  1« 
and  15.   Tha  napa  in  tha  draft  docuaont  sake 
publie  raviaw  of  tha  specifics  of  the  propoaala 
very  difficult. 

It  la  hoped  that  tha  Central  Artery  project 
could  bring  better  coordination  between  the  KOC 
Charles  River  Basin  plans  and  the  other  developsent 
plans  in  the  adjacent  tr« a, 

The  League  requeste  that  the  aeaaurea  to 
Einicise  the  disruption  in  the  Leverett  Circle 
area,  page  233,  be  Inpleaented.   Pedestrian  cocesa 
end  walkways  must  be  a  priority  in  this  area,  and 
all  modifications  which  could  naice  the  bridgea 
nore  attractive  and  roduoe  ebadowa  should  be 
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the    citlxena,    land   use   flnr.ni.ne    of    too    entlr. 
corridor,    and  only   then   a   determination   of  the 
coaflguratloa   and  uses   of  tha   parol,    and   road' 
Perhaps    It   would   be   bait    If   It   were    lapo.sibl. 
to   go    :.v«oa   tha   Artery   reaps    on   tha    surfac, 
•o    trafflo   will   not    be    taapted    to   use    tha    lurfi 
to   pick    and    Moon    lt»   entry   onto    tha    Artery. 
The    report    doaa   not    adequately    address    tha   lnpi 
of   tha   uaa    of   tba    aurfaoa    atraata    by   barardoui 
cargo   true*..      Tha   surfac.    atreat   planning   and 
design   aopoot    to    tha   proj.ot   Bust    ba    dona 
slaultan.ously   with   tha   oontlnuad   planning  of 
tha   depression  projoct.      This   la   especially   tral 
.inc.    additional    footing!    for  hlgh.r   building.   . 
OTer  tha   depressed   Artery   oust   ba    constructed  i 
tha   Tunnel   la    being  built. 

Tha  aodifloatlons  to  the  5A  altornatlT. 
reflect  attenpta  to  reduce  the  lapacta  on  Bo.tos 
neighborhoods .  The  aia  Bust  oontlaua  to  ba  to  I 
reduce  cooautor  trafflo  and  ooaaerolal  through 
traffic  off  of  neighborhood  streets.  The  extern 
of  1-90  to  the  expanding  ooaaerolal  and  lnduatrl 
area  of  South  Boston  Is  rery  aueh  needed  to  redu 
the   disrupt  It.    true*   traffic    that   now  passes 
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ispleaented. 

Again,    figures    133   and  10*.    pages   287   and 
239,    in   the   draft   report   are   of  Tery   poor  qu&lll 
and   naice    publia   rerlew   difficult. 

Any  sodiflcatlons  which  ainiail.  the  disrupt 
to  the  neighborhood  and  recreational  facilities - 
of  East  Boston  should  be  adopted.  The  altarnati 
which  require  no  taxing  of  residences  are  to  bo 
eoosended. 

The  concern  for  the  reloeatioa  of  ootmerclal 
e.tabllshaents  does  not  adequately  address  thati 
thera  is  a  declining  quantity  of  lower-class 
coaaarelal  spaca  In  dovntowa  Boston.  Also,  thet 
is  insufficient  discussloa  as  to  whether  nearby 
businesses  will  bs  able  to  withstand  th. 
disruption,  such  a.  noise,  dirt.  United  access, 
caused  by   the   oonstructloa. 

Vhat    will  be    th.   real  eeonocie    costs    of  the; 
construction?      Vlll   thooe   hurt   by    the    constructs 
be    able    to    share    In    the    sfter-conctructlon 
prosperityT 

The   League    of  Vonen   Voters    of  3oston    thanks 
you   for   this    opportunity   to  participate.      'J  a   sskj 
that   public   participation    continue    to   be    a 
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priority  OC   th.  projeot.   An  outline  of  th.  ongoing 
publlo  participation  process  should  bs  In  the 
final  doeunont.  We  suggest  ">at  neighborhood  by 
neighborhood  project  coaalttoos  b.  cotablish.d 
and  soot  ofton.   A  number  of  doolslons  affecting 
residents,  which  bar.  Just  boon  mentioned,  need 
oomaunlty  Input  soon.   Thank  jou. 
KR.  ClUIRKAtf!   Thank  you. 
I»  Rr.  Albert  heret 
s»   was  scheduled  to  speak  earlier. 
How  about  Up.  Pendergaat? 

HR.  PEaDEROAST:   Thaok  you,  Mr.  Chalrnan. 
My  nana  la  Edward  P.ndergast.  Vm   ta«  ehalraaa 
of  tba  naaaachusotts  Snail  Business  Council  an* 
a  former  president  of  the  Snail  Bualnaaa 
Association  of  Sow  England,  and  I  aa  lnvolvod  In 
the  small  buslnoss  ooaaunity. 

I  han  oome  bars  today  to  ooamond  the 
sosrotary  of  transportation  for  his  proposal  to 
depraaa  the  Central  Artery  and  to  build  the  Third 
Harbor  Tnnnol  to  Logan  Airport.  which  will  ba 
assessed  fron  the  neat. 

The  Snail  Bualnaaa  Asaooiatlon  In  and  around 
Boston  la  crltloal  to  the  surrlTal  of  this  area. 
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If  you  so  apoke  ^regarding  your  Tlees  of  the 
third  harbor  crossing.  Central  Artery  lnprovsnont, 
you  can  do  that  by  aendlng  it  to  the  Department  of 
Publlo  Works,  100  nashua  Street,  Boston, 
Massachusetts,  and  If  It  la  received  by  August  22nd, 
it  »m  beooae  a  part  of  this  reeord  aa  if  so 
toatlfled. 

If  there  are  no  spoaiors,  we  will  now  take 
a  short  reoess, 

CBrlef  reoass  taken.3 

m.    CHAXRXAHI   I  would  like  to  reconvene  the 
moating,  please. 

I'n  going  to  reintroduce  nyaelf  for  th*  benefit 
of  the  people  who  Just  oene  in. 

Ky  nana  is  Robert  Tiernay,  I'm  ths  Coanlsslonar 
of  the  Massachusetts  Department  of  Publlo  Works. 
With  me  now,  who  will  assist  ne  and  take  orer  the 
bearing,  la  Robert  KcDonagh,   the  chief  engineer 
of  the  Massachusetts  Department  of  Publlo  Works. 
TO.  HcDONAGH:    Thank  you,  Kr.  Tlerney. 
Our  next  scheduled  speaker  is  Irlotln  Demong, 
director  of  the  Kaacachusetts  Division  of  Employ- 
ment Security.   Ms.  DenongT 

H3.  DEH0M3:   Hsllo,  I*a  Srlstln  3.  D.nong. 
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Certainly,  ths  current  Southern  Ar?er7  inhibits 
business  growth.   The  strong  need  Tor  accesses  to 
Logan  Airport  to  be  improved  will  facilitate 
business  and  allow  it  to  stlaulate  its  growth. 

Consideration  of  the  various  alternatives 
leads  to  the  conclusion  that  a  coabination  of 
the  broadenod,  depressed  Central  Artery  and 
eztonded  access  to  Lo=;ao  Airport  by  land  bo 
adoptod. 

A  third  Tunnel  without  inprovlng  th*  Artery 
will  not  percit  adequate  access.   Depressing  th* 
Artery  will  facilitate  access  to  the  ait7,  and 
apparently  It  can  be  built  by  keeping  the  upper 
portion  opened  while  obviating  any  disaster  of 
cocplet*  shutdown  of  the  Artery. 

Thank  you  fron  the  Snail  business  Poundation 
and  for  allowing  ua  participation  In  this 
proposal. 

MP..  CSAIPJtJUT.   Thank  you,  sir. 
Our  next  epealcer  is  registered,  but  haa  not 
signed  up  to  speak  until  2  o'clock.   If  any  of 
you  want  to  speak,  go  to  the  back  of  the  rooa 
and  resistor.   If  you  want  to  provide  testimony 
and  not  speak,  we  can  put  It  in  as  testimony  at 
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Director   of   the   Massachusetts    Division   of 
Saployaent  Security.      X  w&nt   to  thank  you  for 
this   opportunity  to  speak  on   the   proposal  to 
depress    and   widen   the    Central   Artery. 

Lost   ?ri<2ayf    ay   office    announced   ths 
Coaaonaoalth'S    latest    uneaploynent   rat*.      On  a* 
again.   Hassaehusotts   posted   an   unenploysant   r&t* 
far  below   both   th*  national   average   and   ths 
average   of  ths  ten   largs   industrial   ctates.      tfsy 
than   aa  Z  hers   today   to   testify   to   th*   vital 
Inportonae    of   this   project   to    th*   Massachusetts 
eoonomy   and  *nploynant    plotarvT 

Zt    is    ei=iplo.      Haucaehueett* '    continued 
«cononls   health   dapends   on   transportation,    getting 
people    to    and    froa  Jobs,    Bonding   Its    goods    to 
cuirliot.    stimulating   oonsuner   spending,    and,    of 
coarse,    attracting  nev   industries    and   esployers 
to   the   Conaonnealth. 

Hon*    of  us    should   forgot    that    our   strong 
position   relativ*    to   the   rest    of   the    country    Is 
a   r-icent   phenonenon.       Indeed,    Khen    the    Central 
Artery   was    conpletod   in   1959,    our   oaonculc    growth 
was    so   sluggish  that   not    one    office    building   had 
boon  built    In   downtown   Doston   sine*    the    onset    of 
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the   Great   Depression.      And,    it    wasn't   until    1978 
that    our   level   of  un^cploynont    finally    dropped 
below    the    national    airoriss. 

Neither   should  we   forget   that   within   the 
$2    cities    and   tovns    that   nake   up   the    Boston 
standard  Metropolitan  area,    there   ore   or«r   95,000 
two   and   Boaaa  who  wont   to   vork   and   rre   not    getting 
Jobs,      This    projeat,    which   would   eroate    son* 
5,000   construction  Jobs   yearly   and   10,000    ether 
Jobs   would  hays   a  significant   direct   iopact   on 
our  eoonouy.      It  would   alao   ^ensrato    a   long-tarsi 
ripple  effoct   throughout   the   regional  oconony   and 
totroa   by   increasing   thane    vorSar*'    purchasing 
pover  and  by   strengthening  our  industries,    like 
high    technology    and  business    serviaas,    which 
depend   upon   regional  narkots. 

V*  tust   consider,    as   well,   the   significant 
cost  of  not   inproving   this   roadway. 

Massachusetts   has   experienced   literally 
generations  of  hard   tines   and  we  oust   never  assuas 
that    our  present   situation   will   continue   without 
careful   planning.      To   allow  the   further  deteriora- 
tion of  the  Central  Artery  will   sharply   llalt    the 
Massachusetts  econoay's    ability   to   grow   and  to 
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the  business  ctlaato  here.   To  that  end,  v« 
primarily  work  on  energy*  budget,  and  tax  and 
regulatory  natters  under  debate  in  the  Congress 
of  the  United  States  and  in  federal  agencies « 

There  are  several  siittors.  however.  Including 
caaageaant  of  hazardous  waste  and  transportation 
issues  wblen  are  of  oonoern  to  our  organisation 
beoause  of  their  regional  econenlo  implications „ 

To  that  enda  we  generally  work  very  closely 
with  other  associations  whlah  our  neabers  support 
whose  charter  is  aore  statewide  or  looal  in  ooope, 
and  who  oan  foous  greater  resources  at  developing 
acceptable  loaal  solutions. 

Logan  Airport  la  an  laportont  regional 
facility,  and  ever  the  years a  The  Haw  England 
Council  has  supported  Its  growth  and  expansion 
and  inproved  aooess  to  that  facility.   Like  our 
Eagnifioent  regional  resouroes  of  oollegos  and 
aal versl ties,  aedleal  facilities,  financial 
Institutions,  Logan* a  viability  Is  a  sajor 
contributor  to  our  ourrent  good  state  of  eeonoala 
health* 

It  is  a  gateway  to  the  world  that  not  only 
allows. for  on  extraordinary  aonoer.tratlon  of  high 
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raapond   to    the    challenge   of   new   technologies    ant 
changing  aurkets. 

Historically  Hasssahusetts *  greatest  econoa) 
asset  is  our  talent  to  develop  new  industry  aac 
to  ade.pt  to  the  needs  of  these  industries.  An 
efficient  transportation  systea  is  crucial  to 
aalntalning,  lot  alone  lap roving,  Hassaehasetts 
cconosle  haalth.  ?or  all  these  reasons,  I  urge 
you   to   approve    this    projsot. 

Thank   you,    very   Eniab. 

TRZ   CHAIRMAN i      Thank   you.      Is    either 
ttr.    Tronbley    or   Rr.    Ansone    hcref 

All   right,    nay   ve    have    anothor   speaker,    is  ij 
"r.    Stridor  here* 

KB.    SWID2R:       Good    afternoon,    ay   nana    is   Zrl- 
Strldor,    president    of  ?bs   Hew   England   Council. 

The    Council   is    a  privately-funded   tssociati 
with   1290    firms    whose   neabers    collactlvoly   enpl 
over  25   percent   of  the   work   force   in   the   six- 
state   area. 

The  Council's  mission  since  1925  has  bean  t 
lnprove  eeonoala  conditions  for  the  .Taw  Englandr 
region.  Our  focus  of  attention  since  1973  has  ■ 
been   on  national   and  regional   issues   that    lapse. 
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teahnology  manufacturing  here,  but  also  has  lur 
firns  like  Vhselabrator-?rye  and  Congoleun  to 
loaate  their  international  corporate  haadquarte* 
ln  Now  Haapsaire0 

As  we  continue  to  beaoae  increasingly  depens. 
on  foreign  trade  and  exporting  our  products  ens- 
servlses ,  Logan's  accessibility  continues  to  gr, 
in  laportonce.   Ieproving  access  to  Logan  Alrpo; 
by  constructing  a  Third  aarbor  Tunnel  has  been  • 
a  Council  priority  for  at  least  a  decade.   Ve 
understand  that  Hr.  Salvueel  and  his  staff  havt* 
devised  a  creative,  new  possibility  labeled  tnr 
"seaport  access  route*  whieh  generally  has  net  i 
with  considerable  positive  support  fron  our 
no r;bars  who  are  knowledgeable  of  that  sehene. 
Ve  like  positive  salutloas  and  we  respect  ?red 
ereativenoas,  and  theraforo,  lend  our  support 
again  to  noking  the  third  harbor  crossing  a 
priority  with  strong  eephasls  on  working  the  ba 
out  of  the  seaport  aacesi  route  and  n&klng  it 
the  preferred  technique. 

Solving  the  Central  Artery  pro&lea  sckes 
Infinitely  good  oooncnic  dovelopnent  sense, 
especially  If  you  pull  a  Houdlni,  sake  it  happe 
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instantly    and    aot    hnr«    to    llv*    with    t^a    six    to 
•ight-traffio   nlghtnar*    that    doing   it    night    result 
In. 

As    a  South   Shore   resident   who   eosmutoa    to 
Boston   on   tho    Southeast   Expressway   e&ah   nortilng, 
I   ta   on*   or   tho    100,000    experts    available    to 
dlsauss    traffic   nightaar**.      Tho    Control    Artery 
proposals    soon  to   raise   questions    about   whether 
tho    ouru    1*   wars*    than   tho    disease.      Tho    Central 
Artory   oloarly   1»   to  Boston  what    tho  aaln   artory 
Is    to   one's   bodyj    rostriotins  Its    flow  ov*r  a 
lone  period   of   tlxto    could    ond    up   killing  what    Is 
oloovlao   a  reasonably  healthy   individual, 

Tho   business    community,    through   local   organlxa- 
tlons   that  have   looked   at   proposod   ooursas    of 
aotloa  havo   raised   a  ouaiber  of  Tory    logltijaat* 
eonoorna   that    simply   nood   to  bo   dealt  with.      Tho 
econoailfl   viability   of  tho   Hew   England  region 
could  bo    severely   iopaetod    dopending   en   how    this 
plaoo   of  ralaroaurgery    is    performed.      There    are 
cany    faotora   that   oontribut*    to   our  region's 
current   ooononio    reviTal,    aoeesa    to    Logan,    and 
tho   ability    to   got    In   and   out    of   How   England's 
oajor  alty,    oontlnu*      to  b*   reasonably   high   on 
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nest  scheduled  speaker  is  Frank  Tronbley  and  Oeorg* 
Anson*,  aro  they  here? 

Sine*  thay  are  not  hero,  w*  hav*  a  speak*? 
who  has  signed  up  today*   I  now  eall  Karl* 
Marshall,  If  ah*  is  h*r*T 

X3.  MARSHALL.   My  nan*  la  Marie  Karsball  and 
I  work  with  th*  stat*  Auditor's  offioo  of  th» 
Conaonwealta  of  K&asaebasotta.   X  an  going  to 
loaw*  th*  aicrophon*  for  a  nlnut*  to  point  to  th* 
area  which  X  an  going  to  speak  about. 

I  as  concerned  with  this  Tory  Materia  area, 
right  out  our  front  door  Cindieatins  on  plan]. 
RK.  CSAIRHAHt   Could  you  identify  the  area 
for  th*  reoord? 

MS.  HAH3HALL.   Tea.   V*  ar*  In  th*  Qulncy 
Market  blatorieal  national  registered  dlstriot, 
and  X  aost*  to  prals*  a  Cacaar,  really* 

I  thin*  the  plan  of  Secretary  Salrueol  and 
Governor  Dukakis  which  is  being  reborn  in  thia 
administration  to  a  nost  praiseworthy  on*.   But, 
as  with  any  planning,  th*  whole  is  Bade  up  of 
parts,  and  th*  part  whlah  is  aloaoat  to  ny  heart 
is  on*  which  has  linkages  to  the  architectural 
oonaunit7  In  Boston,  and  that  is  in  which  we  sit. 
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that    list. 

Ther*   la   no   doubt    in   our   r.inda    that    a   third 
harbor   oroselng   will   contribute    ei^nif ietntly   to 
oontlnuod   end   expondod   regional   prooperity    and 
should   bo   pursued   aggrasslvoly   and   done    forthwith., 

Thoro   is    little    doubt    that   dealing   "1th   th* 
Central   Artery   problen   should   also    be    a   top 
priority    and   a   coordinated    solution    to   both 
problen*    Is    highly    deelrable. 

The   ways   and   aeans    of   aooompltshlng  a 
coordinated    solution  without    seriously   disrupting 
the   region's    economy    is    unaleor  enough   to 
knowledgeable    observers    so   that    we    believ* 
considerable    diocuaoioa   and   negotiation   needs    to 
tail*   place   before   w*   doaida    to    leap    in   with    both 
fact. 

In   sunsary,    th*    Council   believes    we    should 
both   go    and   go   alow.      Co   right    away    on   th*    third 
harbor   crossing,    and   proaoed   as    quickly   as   possible 
on   the   Central   Artory   solution,    recognising   that 
legitimate    oonoems    of   local   business    leaders 
nuot    be    satisfied. 
Thank  you. 
THE  CSAIHMAMi      Thank   70U,    «r.    Swldor.      Th* 
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The    historic    fiber   of   Boston   has    always    been 
closely    linked   the   waterfront.      The    Central    Artery, 
when   It   waa    constructed   In    '50    bisected   that    link., 
destroyed   it.    If   you  will. 

We    saw   th*   ra birth   of  it   vith   3an  Thompson's 
plans    for   tho   narket    In   the    '70*3,    and  w*    ar* 
all   enjoying   both   th*    financial    fruits    of   that 
and   th*   pleaaur*   pursuits.    If   you  will. 

I   an   asking   for   an   integrated   approach   to 
this    transportation   study   before    bricks    and   nortar 
go   up    on   parcel   B10,    right    outside    Paneull 
Marketplace.       I   bag   for   a   reaaacaonent    by    the 
BRA    in   cooperation  with    the   3tete    Department    of 
Tranaporatlon    for   the    use   of   that    parcel.      Perhaps 
th*    linkage    that   Boston   has,    ao    always    historically 
for   so,    has    a  new    chance    for   revival,    and   I   plead 
for   that    both   an   the    stato    level   and   the    national 
level    to   the   national   advisory    counsel   on   historic 
preservation.      Thank  you. 

KR.    CHAXRHAHi       Thank    you,    Wias    Karshall. 

Is    Kr.    Trombley    or  Hr.    Anson*    hersT 

■rfcll,    they    ar*    net    here,    so    Robert      McDonagh, 
tho    chief  engineer    for   the   Department    of    Public 
Works    is    going   to    take    over   this    area   for   th* 
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next  hour  or  two  or  three.   Hr.  MoDonagh.?  ' 

KR,  HoDOKOUCnt   Thank  you,  Conaisaicaer 
Tiorney. 

fitybo  it  would  be  a  good  cina  to  restate  a 
couple  of  trio  ground  rules. 

I  will  aa  calling  tat  people  who  haT« 
prerogistored  to  testify.   If  we  hara    in?  gaps, 
people  who  have  signed  up  bars  today  will  be 
called  on  to  fill  In  those  u^P»-   If  you  are 
reluctant  to  got  up  and  testify,  we  will  be 
delighted  to  roccive  a  vrlttan  statement  froa  70U. 
Thoy  =17  be  addressed  to  tha  Departnent,  17 
attention,  I'n  tho  chief  engineer,  Kassaehusetts 
D?W  at  100  Kashua  Stroat,  Boston,  0211s. 

With  that,  I  guoss  tha  naxt  ona  on  07  Hat  la 
Dave  Porcaro.   ttr.  Porcaro? 

HR.  POHCAHOi   Fir.  Chairnan,  ladlca  and 
gentlanon.   Hy  naa«  la  Darid  Poroaro,  and  I  run 
a  family-owned  trucking  coapany  in  Sast  Boston 
established  sosa  35  years  ago  at  Logan  Airport, 
called  parochially!   "Dave's  Motor  Transportation, 
Inc."   I  am  hers  to  dlaouaa  a  vary  important  and 
sonatinas  overlooked  phasa  of  Boston's  Logan 
Airport,  that  la  its  air  cargo  oomiaunlty. 
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eithar  ship  or  receive  goods  through  Logan's 
cargo  faailitlaa.   Industry  has  ooeaitted  to  air 
in  ordar  to  reduce  lnvantorlas  and  finoneing 
aosts,  aa  vail  as  warehousing,  insurano*,  and 
packing  ooata,  in  addition  to  tha  obrlous  tlas 
sartd  in  transit. 

In  short,  air  cargo  haa  enabled  this  roglon 
to  oonpete  in  today's  world  marketplace. 

Air  cargo  la  a  very  tlae-sensltive  commodity 
Unlike  a  passenger,  aa  va  sea  0.  J.  Sispscn  In 
tha  ads,  who  can  arrive  at  tha  jatport  minutes 
before  flight  departure,  eargo  anst  be  on  hand 
up  to  two  hours  before  scheduled  alroraft 
departure.   Minutes,  in  fact,  do  aake  a  difference, 

?or  example,  the  one-way  toll  Kassport 
reoently  put  into  effeot  raaulted  in  an  overall 
float  stent  time  reduotlon  of  some  nine  Dlnutes 
per  vehicle.   This  has  already  meant  the  dlffereno« 
in  some  eases  of  cargo  being  5,000  ailes  away  in 
a  dlstart  marketplace,  the  next  norning  rather 
than  Just  titting  on  the  Boston  loading  docks. 
It  vaa,  in  fact,  a  step  in  the  right  direction. 
Va  need  sore  progreaslve  thinking. 

The  Third  Harbor  Tunnel,  tha  dapraeeing  of 
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Bave's  is  the  authorised  cartage  ropraaenti 
of  3oston's  airlinos  and  soaa  of  Logan's  eajor 
air  freight  forwarders,  and  wa  sarve  aa  the 
vital  highway  link  batween  Logan  Airport  and 
!•'»»  England' a  business  aorimunlty  because  wa  aar 
the  antire  roglon  through  Logan  Airport,  not  Ja 
the    City   of   Boston. 

Por   exaaple,    the   cargo  pic^-up    and   dalivorj 
territory   extends    north   to    southern   r.aine, 
enaocpaosir.g   a    great    doal   of  How   Haapshire, 
westerly    through   Worcectcr   County,    and   aa    far 
■  outh   as    tfetrport,    Riodo    Island. 

In  addition,  Boston's  Logan  is  considered  I 
the  airlines  as  a  cargo  hub;  this  aeons,  basics 
that  thoy  support  thoir  aircraft  froa  not  only  1 
Boston  and  suburbia,  but  also  dapond  an  pre-los  t\ 
containers  froa  substations  located  as  far  avay<. 
as  Hartford,  Connecticut,  Hancbeetar,  Hew 
Haap shire ,  Portland,  Maine,  and  Provldonce ,  She 
Island,  in  order  to  establish  thoir  essential 
load    factors, 

Tha   Mew  England  business    oora unity   has 
converted   to    air   cargo    as    a   necessary   way    of   11. 
More    than    4,000    different    companies    in   the    regir 
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tha    Artery,    is    a   giant    step    towards    assuring 
Logan's   viability   in   tho   future. 

Air   freight    has,    in   fact,    been   doubling  en- 
five   years,    and   indications    ore    that    the    future: 
of  air   cargo   la    bright   and  promising  providing  t 
we    oan  aaintain    oar   expediency,    reliability, 
convenience    and   speed* 

There    are    two  major   factors    that   have   help! 
spur   this    grovthi       One    is    that    the    Suropaan   and 
Far   Eastern  Barbate,    which   are   major  producers 
of   high   value,    low    density   goods,    see    air   earge 
as    tho    fastest    nethod    to   get    their  products    ts< 
and   frost   our   technology-oriented  Hew   England 
aarkats.      3eeondly,    ap   until   now,    we    have   had 
the    vision   to   expand   our   airport    resources    to  a 
the    technological    sophistication   tho    airlines  bt 
brought    about    in    air   travel. 

Ve    are    going   to   have    to    continue    that    viaic 
if  wa   want    to   keep    p&oe   with   changing   tines. 
The    existing  Central   Artary   and    tha    Sunner- 
Callahan   Tunnels    are   tha    product    of  what    I   TaP* 
to   aa    the   propeller   age    and   pre— dated   today's 
interstate    highway    ays tea. 

The   vision   wa   need   is   to    the    Jet    age,    re  due. 
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transit  tics*,  aaslsr  and  bsttar  aaoesa  to  Hew 
island's  gateway  to  the  world.   We  aaa  111 
afford  further  competitive  disadvantages  In  tho 
world  marketplace  by  reducing  Logan's  acaons  and 
lta  of f&ctivanese. 

V*  nust  be  supportive  of  tha  Third  Harbor 
Tunnal  and  depressing  of  tho  Cantral  Artery  so 
that  tha  future  Interests  of  tha  City  of  Boston, 
tha  Coanonwealth,  and  Indeed  all  of  flaw  England 
are  served* 

Thank  yoa. 

RR.  McDONAGH:    Coins  baok  to  the  assignment 
list,  I  have  listed  Frank  Trombley  or  George 
Ansone,  are  they  harsf 

Ho,  they  are  not.   I  sill  now  call  Mr,  Weinberg 
from  Massport? 

HR.  WEINBERG!   My  nane  is  Robert  K.  Weinberg. 
I'ii  service  oheirran  of  the  Massachusetts  Port 
Authority.   I'n  not  going  to  spook  today,  however, 
roprosentlng  Kassport.   That  role  happens  to  be 
filled  by  David  Davis  who  testified  yesterday, 
and  I  certainly  agree  with  the  text  of  his  comments 

Rather,  I'a  here  as  an  observer  since  13  £  1  of 
the  transportation  planning  process  in  the  Boston 
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Artery  inproveaent  if  tho  whole  system  is  to 
work  better. 

In  the  sour  :  of  dealing  with  aany  consti- 
tuencies that  are  affected  by  Logan  Airport,  we 
talk  regularly  with  high  tech.  firas  and  many  of 
the  transportation  managers  in  those  fires  tell 
us  that  increased  Tunnel  capacity  alone  will  not 
solve  their  problea.   Z  think,  also,  that  the 
3outh  Boston  design  with  due  interchanges  in  the 
moot  reaent  aodifleatlon  Is  a  remarkably  creative 
solution  to  a  vary  difficult  set  of  problems. 

Plnally,  I  think  tho  Bird  Island  Plats 
allgnaent  also  moves  and  inpacts  the  third  harbor 
crossing  from  waterway  communities,  and  I  think 
that  is,  too,  is  a  very  creative  solution  to  a 
very  difficult  set  of  problems. 

Thank  you. 

HR.  McDONAGH:    Thank  you,  Kr.  Weinberg. 

I  have  time  to  put  into  the  regular  schedule 
anothor  person  signed  up  today,  Mr.  Richard 
Plaroe,  from  the  South  Shore  Chamber  of  Commerce. 
Mr.  PleroeT 

KR.  PIERCEi   Good  afternoon.   My  nane  is 
Richard  Piarce  and  I'm  the  public  affairs  nanager 
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region. 

For  the  last  six  years  I  have  had  a  statutory 
seat  on  an  obscure  body  called  the  Metropolitan 
Planning  Association,  which  Is  federally  required 
and  coordinates  federal  investment  In  transporta- 
tion Improvement  in  this  region. 

I  really  have  only  two  eomDents  to  make  about 
tho  said  plan  before  you. 

Plrst,  is  a  oonment  really  about  government 
and  the  oivil  engineering  profession.   Z  think 
that  thoro  Is  an  unbelievable  achievement,  even 
to  have  gotten  to  this  point  today,  in  the  state 
Department  of  Public  Works,  the  executive  office 
of  transportation  and  construction  and  tha  Joint 
vonture,  they  all  should  feel  a  gr«at  deal  of 
pride  in  having  produced  an  onorcous  amount  of 
catorial  in  a  very  short  time. 

Secondly,  and  I  want  to  state  clearly  this, 
that  I  favor  tha  alternative  5A  as  modified.   Z 
think  it  is  a  ronarlcably  creative  sot  of  solutions 
to  a  series  of  very  difficult  problems. 

Plrst,  I  think  it  correctly  puts  the  Artery 
before  the  Tunnel  in  terms  of  priorities,  that  is 
to  say,  that  it  is  clear  that  we  have  to  have 
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for  the  South  Shore  Chamber  of  Commerce,  and  I 
promise  to  present  some  brief  remarks. 

The  Executive  Committee  of  tha  South  Shore 
Chamber  of  Commerce,  on  behalf  of  our  1*00  aenber 
businesses,  has  unaniaously  endorsed,  In  principal, 
the  p:---jposed  Third  Harbor  Tunnel  and  the 
depression  of  the  Central  Artery. 

Transportation  has  always  bean  a  major  issue 
on  tho  South  Shore,  highliEhtod  with  goals 
relating  to  tha  improvement  of  the  Southeast 
Expressway,  water  transportation,  rail  freight, 
and  passenger  service,  mass  transit,  and  local 
concerns  such  as  tho  Paro  River  Bridge,  Burgin 
Parkway,  and  Bralntree  Pivo  Corners.   All  relate 
to  improving  both  commuter  and  freight  traffic 
In  and  out  of  Boston  froa  the  South  Shore. 

The  benefits  of  your  proposal  as  we  see  It 
are  two-fold:   Plrst,  congestion  on  tho  Artery 
EClng  to  and  froa  the  airport  will  be  relieved, 
and  this  will  favor  the  impact  upon  the  three 
major  accesses  froa  the  South  Shore,  the  Southocst 
Expressway,  the  MBTA's  Red  Lino,  and  the  water 
transportation  systaa. 

Second,  Improved  traffic  flow  will  directly 
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help  the  future  economic  development  of  the-  South 
Shore,  such  an  the  N'orth  Quincy  Business  Parle, 
downtown  Qulnoy  developnent,  as  well  as  other 
industrial  and  ooonoraial  sites  In  tha  Couth 

Shore ■ 

It  Is  essential  that  a  consensus  be  reached 
on  inproving  traffic  conditions  so  as  not  to 
Jeopardies  federal  funding.. 

Based  on  the-  Information  submitted  to  tha 
ahaaiber  to  data,  wa  can  speak  in  favor  of  tha 
administration' a  proposal. 

Respectfully  submitted  for  the  South  Shore 
Chamber  of  Commerce,  Richard  C.  Plerco,  nanagar 
of  publlo  affairs.. 

Thank  you. 

Kfl.  KcDONAGH:    Thanic  you  vary  auch,  Mr.  Pierea 

We  have  hare  Mr.  Drlscoll,  of  the  MaaaacJiusattl 
Turnpike  Authority,  who  has  signed  up  to  speak. 

;'R.  DRISCOUa   My  name  Is  John  T.  Drlscoll, 
chairman  of  the  Massachusetts  Turnpike  Authority. 

I  appear  here  today  to  favor  the  oonstructlon 
of  a  third  harbor  crossing  and  tha  depression  of 
tha  Contral  Artery  as  portrayed  in  alternate  5A 
modified. 
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understand  it,  and  filed  In  December  of  '82,  that 
was  dona  under  the  auspices  of  tha  Massachusetts 
Turnpike  Authority  and  with  tha  Department  of 
Public  Vorka. 

I  don't  think  It  is  a  question  of  which  of 
the  alternatives  is  better  than  the  other  or 
whether  or  not  I  prefer  one  or  have  a  prior  offer 
hare,  but  mora  Important,  -z    great  citizens  of 
this  Commonwealth  and  of  this  city,  representing 
the  environmental  agency,  that  this  city  should 
favor  a  third  .harbor  crossing  and  also,  if 
possible,  depression  of  tha  third  Central  Artery. 
A  couple  of  the  industrial  statistics  that  I 
would  like  to  leave  with  your  committee  for  their 
consideration  is  tha  faat  that  I  have  always  said 
and  I  am  always  concerned  about  the  issue  of 
public  safety  at  tha  airport  and  in  the  Eaatt 
Boston  community  and  tha  communities  to  the  north 
of  Boston,  and,  if  wa  wore  to  have  an  air  disaster 
at  the  peak  hours,  I  think  we  would  have  trouble 
getting  the  emergency  vehicles,  police,  fire  and 
ambulance  through  our  existing  tunnels  under  our 
control  In  time  to  properly  handle  the  emergency 
situations  that  could  exist.   And,  to  be  sure,  wa 
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I  think  It  la  known  to  io-«  of  you  that  I  r.i 
boon  involvod  In  the  study  of  the  Third  Harbor 
Tuanol  us  Artery  oroa.lngs  for  perhaps  as  aany 
yaajs  as  anybody  also  ln  government  and  In  tha 
City  of  Boston. 

I  have  boon  at  tho  Turnpike  Authority  for  IJ 
years,  and  during  those  years  we  hare  brought  t«- 
the  legislature  on  numerous  occasions  tho  laau.  | 
of  tho  third  harbor  crossing., 

In  1968  wo  atudled  at  the  direction  or  th« 
legislature  and  with  tha  legislature 'a  money, 
soveral  offer,  in  tho  1568  atudy  that  wa  returner 
to  tha  legislature,  and  once  again  reconcended 
acne  15  year,  ago  ln  that  study,  that  a  third 
harbor  oroaoiag  be  built, 

I  aa  not  as  faaiUar  with  all  of  the  details 
of  a  Contral  Artery  depression  because  ay  field  I 
has  not  brought  ne  to  that.   Eut ,  I  certainly 
favor  it. 

If  tho  funds  are  available  through  the  Fecera. 
Highway  Administration  and  through  the  Congress  a 
tho  United  States,  a  study  that  »aa  done  on  tha 
environmental  iapa;:,  an  environmental  atudy  thati 
was  completed  to  which  that  is  a  supplement,  as  I 
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have  had  a  few  Incidents  at  Logan  Airport,  but,  , 
Tory  fortunately  for  all,  I  understand  thos. 
Incidents  vere  at  off-peak  hours. 

I  think  wo  hare  an  absolute  opportunity  at 
this  tine  to  get  tha  federal  funding  for  both  ofi 
these  projects,  and  I  would  certainly  hope  that  ■ 
your  committee  would  aee  fit  to  recommend  to  the: 
federal  government  that  they  be  built.   Thank 
you,  Tory  much. 

MR.  McDONAOH:.   Thank  yaa,  Chairman  Drlscoll. 

The  next  speaker  that  I  have  listed  here  is 
George  Vasques,  from  the  Port  Point  Arts 
Community  of  3outh  Boston. 

MR.  VAS9U2Z:   My  naae  Is  Oeorge  Vasques,  I 
a*  president  of  the  Port  Point  Arts  Community, 
Incorporated,  of  South  3oston.   Our  organisation 
represents  over  200  artists  with  studios  ln  tha 
Port  Point  area  of  South  Boston. 

I  would  like  to  leave  the  aike  to  point  cut 
the  area  for  a  minute? 

MR.  McDONAOH:    Don't  wander  too  far  so  that 
we  oan  still  make  a  record  of  what  you  sre  sayinft 

KR.  VASQUEZ:   Tha  area  is  tha  total  land  and. 
buildings  south  of  Port  Point  Channel,  that  is 


the  area  I'm  referring  to  [indicating]. 

Wo  are  concerned  about  the  potential  inpact 
of  the  proposed  seaport  aeceas  road  and  Third 
Harbor  Tunnel  alternatives  on  the  Port  Point 
artists  and  other  business  end  residential  neigh- 
borhoods in  South  3oston. 

There  are  cany  p.lternative  alignment*  proposod 
in  the  draft  5IS/EIR,  and  each  alternative  has 
positive  and  negative  features.   I  will  confine 
C7  comnents  to  alternative  5A  and  alternative  5A 
codified  aince  they  directly  lnpact  upon  your 
coEraunity. 

Before  addressing  jobs  of  our  epeclflo  issuos, 
I'd  like  to  undcrncore  our  support  for  the  general 
aonaerns  expressed  by  other  South  Boston  eocnunity 
groups.   Such  concerns  about  the  negative  Icpact 
of  alternative  5A  and  alternative  5A  Bodified 
include:   Increased  truck  and  ooaautcr  traffic 
using  looal  streets,  air  quality  and  noise, 
construction-related  disruption,  the  location  of 
&  toll  plasa  In  South  Boston,  repairs  to  the 
fourth  street,  Broadway  and  Suaaer  Street  buildings 

Ve  also  support  the  coneept  of  Job  guarantees 
for  neighborhood  residents  In  South  Boston. 
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dost  to  249-259  i  Street,  and  should  be  located 
farther  to  the  oast. 

V«  would  also  Ilk*  to  see  a  oost/benoflt 
analysis  of  alternative  =  k    versus  5A  nodlfled 
la  tanas  of  nuaber  and  location  of  vent  structures 

Pile  driving:   Construction-related  Impacts 
frosi  pile  driving  or  other  significant  noise 
generators  should  be  identified  alone  vitb 
methods  for  Blnlaislng  such  lnpact.   Construction- 
related  noise  and  vibration  can  male*  life  alssrablt 
for  area  artists,  especially  photographers  oho 
us*  vibration  sensitive  equipment. 

Ramp a i   Northbound  Congress  St  root  off -rasps 
shown  in  alternative  5A  nodlfled  should  be  kept 
coverod  as  far  to  the  east  as  possible. 

Covered  roadvayi  We  would  like  to  see  the 
r.uabar  of  openings  in  the  eut-and-covsr  tunnel 
to  be  kept  to  a  Eininus, 

Construction  sahadulet   Specific  construction 
schedules  should  be  preparod  to  indicate  the 
duration  of  disruption  eauoed  by  constructlon- 
rolatod  activities. 

Traffic  studies i   Specific  t raffia  projections 
for  local  streets  In  Port  Point,  during  and  after 
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Alternatives  5*  and  5A  nadifled  would  cut 
through  the  Port  Point  Arts  Coununity  neighborhood 
and  lnpact  v*ry  directly  on  a  building  at  235-259 
A  Streot.   This  building  had  recently  boon 
purchased  by  35  low  and  noderate  income  artists 
and  will  bo  used  as  work/live  studios.   The  20TC 
Is  obligated  to  treat  this  building  as  a  sensitive 
receptor  for  the  purposes  of  projecting  potential 
noise  and  vibration  lnpact  end  Identifying 
altlgatlng  neaaures. 

The  ncit  speaker,  Jocnne  Eutherington,  vice 
precldont  of  tho2«9A  Street  Cooperative  Corporation, 
will  focus  her  comments  on  the  apeclfic  impacts  of 
alternative  5A  and  5A  codified.   Our  concerns 
about  the  potential  iapact  of  those  alternatives 
on  the  Port  Point  area  are  as  follows. 

Vent  structures:   Ve  vould  like  to  3ce  evidence 
that  the  exhaust  from  vent  buildings  will  not 
Increase  air  pollution  in  the  areas  adjacent  to 
these  fccilities.   Ve  would  like  assurances  that 
the  community  will  be  Involved  in  the  design 
review  of  the  proposed  vent  structures,  which 
we  understand  are  about  85  feet  in  height.   The 
vent  structure  in  alternative  5A  modified  is  too 
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construction,  ahould  be  prepared. 

Open  spaoet  Land  takings  should  provide 
opportunities  for  aueh-noeded  open  space  and 
pedestrian  access  along  the  Fort  Point  Channel. 

Public  transportation!   Many  of  the  fort 
Point  artists  and  other  residents  of  Boston  rely 
on  publla  transportation.   We  are  requesting  that 
rapid  transit  or  express  bus  oerviae  fron  South 
3tatIon  to  the  airport  be  considered  as  part  of 
the  plans. 

One  pereent  for  artt   He  are  requesting  EOTC 
to  determine  how  It  will  comply  with  the  state 
requirement  that  1  poraent  of  state  construction 
project  budgets  be  used  for  artwork.   Va  are 
requesting  &  ooraltaent  to  use  local  South 
Boston  artists. 

Coanunity  participation!   Ve  would  like  to 
see  a  coanitnent  to  Involve  neighborhood  groups 
In  the  design  and  construction  planning  process. 

Thank  you  for  this  opportunity  to  preoent 
our  views. 

ran.  McDONAGH:    Thank  you,  Wr.  Yasquer. 

I  now  have  David  Robinson  of  249  A  Street 
Coop  Corporation ,  but  I  understand  soooone  else 


c 


<r 


5-108 

Is  substituting  for  hin,  Joanna  Kuthcrlngton? 

H3.  HtrTKZ?.IliflTOHi   Mr.  Chalm&n,  D^vid 
couldn't  bo  huro  and  I  llvo  at  23g  A  Street 
Coopers. tlvo  Corporation,  and  I  would  like  to 
addreas  the  Draft  Environmental  Icpact  Statement 
and  Environmental  Impaot  Report, 

Our  building  li  located  within  about  45  foot 
of  the  proposed  right  of  way  of  the  alternative 
5A  and  alternative  5A  modified.   We  are  obviously 
very  concerned  about  the  potential  negative  effects 
from,  these  alternative*. 

We  have  reaently  purchased  a  large,  vaoant 
Dili  building  and  are  in  the  process  of  renovating 
the  bulldine  into  35  work/live  studios  for  low 
and  KOdorate-lncoae  visual  artists.   Ho  would  now 
lite  to  take  a  minute  to  point  out  vhuro  the 
building  is. 

Hero  Is  the  building,  here  la  the  tunnel, 
hare  is  one  of  the  vents  [indlc;  -  ngj. 

Wa  will  be  U3ing  our  studios  for  wording  and 
living  2A  hours  a,  day,  and  ve  are  therefore 
particularly  sensitive  to  notae,  vibration,  dirt 
and  air  pollution  ascoelatod  with  the  construction 
and  development  of  the  proposed  aeeport  access 
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.:uat  be  aalntalnad,   Ve  would  like  to  see  the 
proposed  tocporary  detour  road  designed  to  avoid 
intersecting  with  A  Street  near  our  building-   A 
temporary  pedestrian  bridge  should  be  built  over 
the  Tunnel  along  the  south  side  of  A  Street 
during  the  construction  period.   Access  to  the 
parking  on  Vornwood  Street  should  also  be 
maintained. 

Also,  one  of  our  eonaerns  Is  about  the  design 
of  the  northbound  Congress  Street  off-ranp  In 
alternative  5A  modified.   The  roadway  surface  is 
too  olose  to  our  building.   Alternative  5A 
provides  a  ayah  more  acceptable  solution  to  the 
location  of  this  oslt  ranp» 

Many  of  the  key  Issues  for  us  relate  to 
specific  design  and  construction  features  of  the 
roadway  and  vunt  structure.   We  have  been  told 
that  we  will  have  an  opportunity  to  be  involved 
ulth  these  issues  in  the  design  phase  of  the 
project.   Eowovor,  in  order  to  fully  comment  on 
the  acoept ability  of  the  alternatives ,  many  of 
these  design  and  aonBtructlon  decisions  need  to 
be  clarified  during  the  environmental  icpact 
statement  and  reporting  proooss.   Thank  yoa. 
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rand.   We  c^roa  that  the  Fort  Point  P.rtt 
Community,  Incorporated,  of  Couth  Eoaton,  and  I 
wculd  like  to  focus  en  aona  of  their  concerns  i 
thoy  aro  related  to  our  building. 

It  is  oloar  that  255-259  a  Street  is  a 
sensitive  receptor,  and  we  felt  the  EOTC  chcult 
take  the  necessary  stops  to  evaluate  potential 
noise  and  vibration  Impact  and  describe  aeaaun 
to  mltlgato  negative  impacts. 

tf«  will  be  directly  affected  by  the  eonstrt 
tlon-relatod  activities  associated  with  alterne 
5A  and  5A  modified.  Months  of  noise,  vlbratiot 
dirt  and  disruption  is  totally  inaceaptable.  ! 
activities  could  have  an  citronely  nogative  efj 
on  the  corking  and  living  environment.  We  are 
alco  worried  about  long-term  noise  and  vibrttie 
icpacts  from  the  seaport  access  ;  *.    itself. 

Ve  are  rarj  concerned  about  ths  dooign  and 
location  of  the  right  of  way  and  the  vent  struc 
tures,  espoaially  the  one  ohoan  in  altcraativs  • 
aodlfied.  The  Tunnel  and  vont  structures  shoul 
be  located  as  far  fron  our  residential  property 
as  possible. 

Vehicular  and  pedestrian  accasa  above  A  3t?' 


MS.  McDOHAGH:    Thank  you,  ma'aa.   I  thli 
now  have  the  tine  far  someone  else  who  has 
signed  up  to  apeak  today.   Xiehael  Taylor? 

K2.  TAZLOa.:   ?or  the  record,  my  name  1» 
Kiohael  Taylor,  I  live  at  68  0  Street,  South 
Boston.   I  ls  i  candidate  for  the  Boston  City 
Council,  I  believe  the  second  district  C,  we 
will  know  the  winner  this  week. 

I  cone  concerned  about  the  opposition;  I  ei 
only  to  comment. 

I  will  send  an  extensive  reply  to  the  Board 
Ky  comments  have  to  do  with  the  process  of 
information  to  the  neighborhoods  involving  the 
icpact  of  this  Tunnel. 

When  the  state  came  to  South  Boston,  thoy 
eama  ith  all  these  naps  ^indicating] „  in  real 
it  was  clear  to  mo  that  there  was  only  one  cap 
that  thoy  were  interested  in,  and  that  was  5A 
codified.  So,  to  come  with  all  the  reat  of  tbe 
maps  I  think,  unfortunately,  confused  and  bewil 
most  of  the  people  at  the  meeting.  They  eauldo 
focus  on  what  was  going  to  be  the  real  concerns 
of  theirselvos  on  this  Tunnel  expansion  or  Tuna 
addition.   So,  I  think  that  the  first  step  I 
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would  strongly  roeonncnd  to  70U  Is  to  go  back 
to  the  oonnunltles  affoctod  by    this  decision, 
that  Is,  the  South  End,  East  Boston  and  South 
Boston,  and  bring  out  only  one  nap,  and  bring 
out  noma  clarity  to  this  situation  Tor  th* 
sonnunlty  and  b*  cloar  about  th*  inpacts,  vory 
clnar  about  the  impacts  both  positively  and 
negatively  that  oaeh  of  the  particulars  of  this 
particular  plan  5A  nodifiad  have  on  this  neighbor- 
hood.  And,  sona  of  thoso  particulars  that  I'a 
cone   ;od  about  is  the  Dorchester  \ji.    extanalon, 
and  inpaet  that  will  havo  on  traffic  fron  th* 
"roadway  section  in  South  Boston. 

Thar*  is  a  Catholic  high  school,  a  pubUe 
housing  project,  a  large  Catholic  church  right 
in  that  area.   Again,  in  this  particular  opening 
of  this  Dorchester  Ave.  extension,  it  is  to 
provide  traffic  to  give  quioJc  and  eaoy  access  to 
downtown,  and  should  he  reconsidered. 

The  fact  is,  this  Tunnel  opening  of  the 
third  Tunnel  would  actually  be  in  South  Boston, 
and  that  is  what  noat  ooianunitles  are  unaware  of. 
The  issue  of  a  now  road  eoniag  right  through  the 
heart  of  South  Scsten  again  h&s  to  be  looked  at 
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traffic  Jaa  for  several  hours.   If  you  are  going 
to  have  the  construction  of  a  potential  coal 
conversion  situation,  the  construction  of  a  Third 
Harbor  Tunnel  not  too  far  froa  that,  and  the 
construction  of  all  these  different  hotels  or 
whatever  particular  buildings  are  taking  place, 
all  at  the  sane  tine,  that  bothers  me  as  to  what 
inpaet  it  would  have  in  the  connunlty  in  which 
I  11t*  and  represent. 

So*  X  think  it  Is  Incuobent  upon  you  to 
take  the  responsibility  that  you  are  asking  us 
to  11t*  with,  to  go  back  out  to  the  eonaunltlee 
with  one  nap,  with  a  clear  understanding  of  how 
It  is  going  to  ispaot  that  cennunity,  and  be 
fair  and  clear  and  honest  with  the  connunlty 
and  how  It  la  going  to  affect  then. 

Again,  like  I  said,  I  will  outline  the 
particular  Issues  in  a  statement  to  you  given 
to  yon  on  August  22nd,  but  I  vantcd  to  cone  here 
today  and  ask  you  to  go  back  out  to  the  oonnunitles 
and  be  fair. 

KR.  McDOKAas;  Thank  you,  Kr.  Taylor,  and 
we  will  be  pleased  to  have  your  off-the-reeord 
consents. 
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in  terns  of  its  Impact  oore  cloaely  than  it  hoa 
had  to  today. 

The  construction  of  ventilation  locations  at 
South  3oeton  locations,  ar^ln,  was  very  unclear 
to  the  people  of  this  ce=r.ur.lty  because  of   those 
different  naps  and  plans.   The  Issue  of  hazardous 
trucks,  whether  or  not  they  will  be  able  to 
travel  on  this  track  route,  was  something  again 
that  -.'.i-n't  clear.   The  issue  of  how  aany  bridge 
clonings  would  happen  In  South  Boston  and  how 
Ions  thoy  would  close  for,  again,  wasn't  very 
clear. 

The  final  eocaint  I  want  to  aa-ro  is  that, 
over  the  past  aevoral  nonths  thcro  has  been  a  lot 
of  talk  about  a  lot  of  different  plans  affecting 
South  Boston  and  on*  is  the  Alison  Coal  "envonion 
and  the  othor  Is  th*  expansion  of  the  Tort  Point 
Channel.   And,  now,  thcr*  Is  this  TMrd  Earbor 
Tunnel.   It  bothers  ae  to  think  that  all  three  of 
thoae  things  would  take  place  at  the  tzzia    tin* 
and  the  absolute  trafflo  chaos  that  we  are 
oroating  because  of  that,  all  that  construction, 
I  nean,  you  fix  one  piece  of  sldowalk,  one  plea* 
of  street  In  downtown  Boston  and  you  havo  a 
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The  next  speaker  I  have  scheduled  is  Thona* 
Vallely. 

Kit.  VALLELTi   Thank  you,  Kr.  Chairman. 

Hr.  Chairman,  for  the  record,  ay  nane  1* 
Representative  Thonas  Vallely,  I  represent  th* 
eighth  Suffolk  distrlat  in  the  state  legislature, 
sons  of  which  borders  these  naps  that  are  on  th* 
walla. 

Plrst  of  all,  I  would  Ilk*  to  aay  that  I 
strongly  support  th*  dire at ion  that  has  been 
forged  under  th*  Dukakis  adninlstration  regarding 
these  proposals. 

I  represent  a  community  that  is  vstj,    very 
well  awar*  of  the  Inpaet  of  development,  and  the 
candidate  that  preceded  ne ,  Kichael  Taylor,  X 
think,  afforred  some  vary,  very  good  suggestions 
of  caution  to  this  group.   However,  those  of  us 
who  represent  the  Back  Bay  and  3eacon  Kill 
seetion  in  the  past  have  understood  that  when 
privata  development  takes  place,  that  we  are 
experiencing  In  our  connunity  now  with  the  Eyr.es 
expansion,  with  proposals  far  a  new  Kcw  England 
Lif*  building  that  connocted  the  Pour  Seasons 
Hotel  into  th*  new  transportation  building,  we 
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are  Tery  well  avaro  of  the  ispaet  that  private 
■i;\'olo;sar.t  has. 

I   'link  tho  key  to  understand  this  Is  how  do 
public  devolopatnts  such  as  the  one  we  are 
debating  here  today  interplay  with  that,  end  ho* 
can  that  interplay  be  used  to  solve  tho  aquation 
of  cavelopment.   And,  I  think  that  tho  outline* 
that  I're  seen  of  this  proposal,  that  this  is  a 
terrific  nodal  of  how  a  private  Investment,  a 
public  lnvestnent,  that  la.  In  the  area  of 
transportation,  not  only  forges  the  new  econoay 
of  Massachusetts  as  previous  speakers  have  spoken 
to,  not  only  solves  the  transportation  problesi 
that  vznT   of  the  previous  speakers  have  addressed, 
but  it  aloo,  I  think,  highlights  how  inportant 
it  is  that  a  oorjaunlty  ean  benefit  froa  good 
planning  in  that  regard. 

I  think  It  shoved  vlsdoa  of  this  group,  and 
I  testified  here  under  the  previous  adninistration 
regarding  the  Leverstt  Circle  connector-   I 
believe  that  its  propooal  for  keeping  basically 
the  status  quo  In  that  area  is  an  excellent 
transport at  ion  policy. 

I  think  that  it  protect!  the  connunity  that  I 


una 

have    testified   on   a   nunber   of  proposals    ranging 
froa  very    snail   coaaunity   things    to    the    nuclear 
freeee,    and  never  have    Z   had   the    opportunity   to 
address    this    group   with   a*    each   enthusiasn   for 
long-tern  planning.      It    is    something    that   never 
happens..      So   one    looks    this    far   ahead    and    shapes 
the   policy    of   the   publio    policies    that    governments 
tflll  have    to   take    to    eontrol   our   eoonoay    and    our 
future,    and   It   la   with   great    enthuslasa   that    I 
support    this    adainl strati on  *  s    transportation 
policy,    which   I   think    is    linked   to   the   quality   of 
life   Issuoa    and   the    future    econoay   of   Massachusetts 
£   thank   you,    very   ouch,    Kr.    Chalraan. 

RR.    McDOSAGHz        Thank   you.    Representative 
Vallely,    we    apprealata   your   reaarkse 

Z   ia  going  baok   to  the    ."/.at   and   Z   find   that 
there    was   one   oniaoion  here.    Prank   Trocaley    and/or 
George    Ansone    froa   the    Bay   State   3us    Company,    but 
Z   don't    think   they   have    appeared. 

tfe   will   now   tako    a   short   recess. 

[Short    recess    taken. ] 

[thereupon,    at    3   o'clook   p. a.,    the    hearing 
was    suspended.] 
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live    in,    it   protect.   Storrow  Drive    froa   an   owerf' 
it    -nnanooa    the   tntrtjoa    to    that    «»a    '"» 
Storrow   Drive,    aad   I   bollova   that   with   the   devrt 
nest    taking   plaoe    1=    that    araa,    that    that    waa   a 
Judgment   not   to  nake    that    an   e:lt.    a   =iJor   exlt.d 
which   I   think  will  prow,    ana   take   off   aose   of  th 
pra-Turaa    that   wo    ar«    aeelns  now. 

B»   haw.    aoa.   roada   In  Back  Ear   and  Beacon 
Hill   that    120   percent    of   truffle   paaeea    through 
rlcat   nn,    ana  »e    oannot    afford   to   haw.   oor. 
influence    froa  Storrow  Driwe.      ?urtbor,   horoTor,. 
on   th.  baekaldo    of    tho    Baok   Bar,    the    acoeca    road 
I   think  Bill  roli.T.   »oa.   traffic    there    aa   wo  11 
and   pcrhapa   would   load  to   cono    lessening   of 
congestion   in   that   downtown   section. 

Secondly,    froa   an   onvlrorjor.tal   point   of  lit 
Beacon  Hill   haa   not  beon   a  plaoo  wher.   you  could 
•troll   throush   to   Charleston   or   to  the   Korth  In 
because    of    th.   physical    enTlron=cnt    that    was   put 
thor.   by    ateel.      I   think  .lth   th.   nodlfleatlon. 
that    have    boon   proposed,    I   bailor,    that   a   no. 
relationship   between    thoa.    communities   .111   only 
add   to    th.    fasrla    of    eonau-ilty    Ufa    in   Boston. 
finally.    I  «ould   Ilk.   to   say    or.,    thlngi      I 
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X,  Linda  C.  O'Brien,  a  Certified  Shorthand 
Reporter  and  Hotary  Publlo  duly  connlasloned  and 
qualified  within  and  for  th.  Coaaonw.alth  of  Maasaebu.ct 
do  hereby  certify  that  th.  foregoing  tranaaript.  pagea  j 
throush  118  lnoluelr.,  la  a  true  and  accurate  transcript 
tion  of  ay  atsnographlo  notaa  taken  on  August  10.  1933, 
at  Pcneuil  Eall,  Boaton,  Raaaaohuaetta,  to  the  beat  of 
ay   aklll,    knowledge   and   ability. 


Certified   Shorthand   haporter 
and    Rotary   ?ublle 
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HoTe=bor   25,    1938 
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Proceedings 
MR.  McDONAGH:   Can  I  have  your  attention?   Can 
we  reconvene.   I  understand  that  I  have  a  couple  of  more 
people  who  wish  to  testify.   This  period  of  tine  from 
thr«»e  to  six  is  an  open  time  without  prescheduled 
speakers,  and  anyone  who  cones  in  who  wishes  to  speak, 
if  they  would  kindly  sign  up  at  the  table  with  the 
young  lady,  we  would  be  happy  to  hear  your  testimony- 
The  first  one  I  have  here  is  Frank  Trombley. 
MR.  TROMBLEY:   Thank  you.   My  name  is  Frank 
Trombley,  and  I  represent  Trombley  Motor  Coach  Service 
of  North  Andover,  Brush  Hill  Transportation  Company  of 
Dedham,  Plymouth  and  Brockton  Street  Railway  of  Plymouth 
Gray  Line  of  Marlboro,  and  Bay  State  Bus  Company.   I  am 
also  a  president  in  the  New  England  area  for  United 
Bus  Owners  of  America,  and  I  am  taking  the  liberty  to 
represent  the  American  Bus  Association  because  I  don't 
believe  they  know  this  hearing  is  being  held,  but  I 
will  have  a  letter  from  then  telling  the  committee  that 
I  am  free  to  represent  them. 

I  am  in  favor  of  the  depressed  artery  and  the 
Harbor  Tunnel,  and  I  want  to  state  that  every  place  Z 
have  been  in  the  United  States,  in  cities  that  were 
bigger,  in  cities  that  were  smaller,  during  the  rush 


MR.  McDONAGH:   Yes,  Sir. 

MR.  TROMBLEY:  Thank  you. 

MR.  McDONAGH:   They  should  be  mailed  to  me, 
Robert  J.  McDonagh,  Chief  Ennineer  of  the  Department. 
My  name  is  some  place  on  the  brochure  there.   All  that's 
important  is  the  Chief  Engineer,  Mass.  Department  of 
Public  works,  100  Nashua  Street. 

MR.  TROMBLEY:   Thank  you. 

MR.  mcdonagh:   Yes,  sir.   The  next  speaker  is 
Bethany  Kendall* 

MS,  KENDALL:   The  Downtown  Crossing  Association 
is  a  private,  nonprofit  organizstion  representing  more 
than  175  businesses  generally  located  within  the  central 
business  district  and  concerned  with  the  civic  and 
economic  development  of  the  downtown  ares. 

we  Are  aware  of  the  environmental  impact  state- 
ment on  this  project  and  our  Board  of  Directors 
recently  heard  a  presentation  given  by  Undersecretary 
Matthew  Coogan  on  these  proposals.   It  is  quite  clear 
that  some  action  will  need  to  be  taken  to  relieve 
traffic  congestion  in  downtown  Boston. 

The  Third  Harbor  Tunnel  project  appears  straight 
forward  and  must  be  addressed  and  the  Central  Artery 
situation  must  be  dealt  with  as  well.   The  project's 
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hour  there  was  no  problem  either  getting  through  the 
city  or  around  the  city,  and  I  take  for  an  example 
Quebec  which  has  a  terrific  problem.   Half  of  the  city 
is  350  feet  above  the  other  half,  and  yet  they  nave  two 
beautiful  expressways  running  east  and  west  connecting 
with  the  roads  coming  in  from  north  and  south,  and  if 
they  licked  their  problem  I  am  sure  we  can  lick  ours. 
Pontiac,  Michigan,  I  went  out  and  accepted 

! 

delivery  for  seventeen  buses  in  a  one-  or  two-year  span, 
left  the  plant  between  four  and  five  o'clock  every  time 
I  headed  home  and  never  was  tied  up  in  a  traffic  jam 
when  I  left  Pontiac  to  get  through  Detroit  which  is 
north,  so  that  I  could  come  over  90  to  get  to 
Massachusetts. 

Many  times  I  have  been  through  Chicago  at  various) 
times  of  the  day  from  trips  out  west  and  trips  going  to  , 
the  west,  and  at  no  time  did  I  have  a  problem  getting 
around  or  through  the  city  At  rush  hour. 

That's  all  I  have  to  say. 

MR.  McDONAGH:   Thank  you,  Mr.  Trombley.   written 
statements  are  perfectly  acceptable,  more  than  acceptable! 
They  will  become  a  part  of  the  permanent  record  if  they   j 
are  submitted  prior  to  August  22nd. 

MR.  TROMBLEY:   August  22nd? 


various  Alternatives  pose  many  complications  as  a 
traffic  and  transportation  issue  alone,  and  become 
further  complex  whan  reviewed  in  the  context  of 
economic  impact  and  access  to  the  business  community, 
both  real  and  perceived  during  the  construction  period. 

The  Greater  Boston  Chamber  of  Commerce  has 
brought  together  a  distinguished  group  of  business 
leaders  and  technical  advisors  to  study  the  project. 
This  task  force  on  which  the  Downtown  Crossing  is 
represented,  will  release  a  report  on  the  results  of 
their  study  in  the  next  week  or  so.   we  will  review 
this  material  in  conjunction  with  the  information  we 
have  received  to  date  and  provide  a  position  statement 
for  the  public  record  by  the  August  22  deadline. 

The  resolution  of  this  issue  is  of  utmost 
importance  to  our  downtown  business  district  and  I  thank 
you  for  the  opportunity  to  speak  briefly  this  afternoon 
and  to  submit  a  written  statement  at  a  later  date. 

MR.  MCDONAGH:   Thank  you.   This  period  from 
three  to  six  is  walking  in  and  speaking  time.   I  am 
assuming  that  we  have  no  one  going  to  speak  at  the 
moment,   we  will  have  a  brief  intermission. 
(Recess. ) 

MR.  McDONAGH:   Can  we  reconvene?   This  is  the 


hearing  on  the  traffic  environmental  impact  statement 
report  for  the  Central  Artery  project  and  the  tunnel 
project.   Today  from  three  to  six  we  have  open  time, 
anri  Anyone  that  comes  in  and  signs  up  we  will  be  happy 
to  have  then  speak,  record  their  statements,  and  it  will 
become  part  of  the  permanent  record  from  which  the  final 
decision  will  be  made. 

I  understand  that  we  have  some  people  signed  up. 
Patricia  Loheed. 

KS.  LOHEEDi   Patricia  Loheed,  president  of  the 
Boston  Society  of  Landscape  Architects.   I  represent 
approximately  250  practicing  landscape  architects.   In 
general  our  group  wishes  to  support  the  concept  of  a 
depressed  Central  Artery  and  the  third  Harbor  Tunnel. 

w«  do  anticipate  areas  for  further  study.   These 
include  careful  consideration  for  the  impact  to  the 
emerqing  waterfronts  of  Boston  downtown,  particularly. 
Fort  Point  Channel  and  the  mouth  of  the  Charles  River 
Basin,  North  Station  area.   We  do  not  see  that  land- 
scape architects  were  extensively  included  in  the  work 
groups  reviewing  plans  as  were  members  of  the  Boston 
Society  of  Architects  and  various  engineering  skills. 
He  feel  a  more  balanced  approach  to  our  profession 
should  be  included  in  a  mora  active  role.   We  also  feel 


get  twenty  acres  of  land.   Who  is  going  to  be  able  to 
live  on  this  land?   The  people  on  the  North  End?   They 
can't  afford  to  live  here  now.   They  are  slowly  being 
forced  out,  and  the  B.R.A.  is  setting  restrictions  on 
it. 

The  people  in  my  area  don't  want  this  expressway 
For  eight  years  you  are  asking  people  to  be  unmereively 
subjected  to  this.   You  are  saying  that  this  is  the 
solution.  This  is  the  solution  for  people  who  don't 
live  right  here  so  they  can  get  in  and  out  of  the  City, 
but  you  are  asking  people  who  live  there  to  suffer  for 
it,  and' we  are  against  it  a  hundred  percent,  and  that's 
all  I  have  to  say. 

MR.  mcDONAGH:   Thank  you,  ma' an.   The  next  person 
I  have  signed  up  is  Robert  Snowber. 

MR.  SHOWBERt  1   an  Robert  Snowber  and  I  an  a 
professional  engineer  with  35  years  of  experience  in 
transportation  planning  and  design.   I  am  also  chairmen 
of  the  Transportation  Committee  of  the  South  Shore 
Chamber  of  Commerce  and  a  representative  of  the  Chamber 
is  going  to  be  here  at  another  part  of  the  hearing  today 
to  represent  their  viewpoint,  so  I  am  here  more  as  a 
private  citizen  and  aa  a  professional  engineer. 

The  vital  role  that  our  transportation  systen 
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that  the  configuration  of  the  buildings  should  be  care- 
fully studied  and  favor  integration  with  mixed-use 
building  development  or  landscape  and  park  development. 
We  are  concerned  with  the  narrowing  of  the  Fort  Point 
Channel,  the  projected  filling  in  of  the  South  Bay  area, 
the  options  where  Dorchester  Avenue  is  an  open  car  route . 
It  is  my  hope  that  the  traffic  through  residential 
streets  will  not  be  generated  by  the  proposed  develop- 
ment. 

Thank  you. 

MR.  McnONAGH:   Next  I  have  signed  up  Phylis 
Charleton,  President  of  Residents  Association,  Merchantiie 
Wharf  Building. 

MS.  CHARLETON:   I  would  like  to  ask  a  few  ques- 
tions that  really  haven't  been  addressed.   Vou  are 
askinq  the  people  to  be  subjected  to  eight  years  of 
noise  pollution  and  air  pollution.   The  air  pollution  is  j 
going  to  be  digging.   You  are  going  to  have  trucks 
coming  in  with  dirt  and  clay  and  it  is  going  to  go  all 
throuqh  the  North  End,  eight  years  of  this.   There  is 
going  to  be  traffic  congestion  with  extra  trucks  even 
though  you  are  allowing  for  a  lane  of  traffic  just  for 
the  trucks. 

After  eight  years  you  are  saying  we  are  going  to 


plays  in  the  whole  region's  economy  and  standard  of 
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living  is  really  undisputed.   We  have  a  good  highway 
system  and  it  should  be  better.   We  have  a  good  transit 
system  that  should  be  better  and  we  have  a  railroad 
system  that  is  vitally  in  need  of  drastic  improvement 
from  the  private  sector,  but  it's  well  recognized  that 
if  a  transportation  system  is  not  functioning  adequately 
the  economy  of  the  region  does  not  function  adequately, 
and  as  much  as  we  have  invested  in  our  transportation 
systems  over  the  centuries,  we  really  have  never  caught 
up. 

The  proposal  to  build  a. third  harbor  crossing 
and  to  depress  and  widen  the  Central  Artery  is  something 
that  we  support  and  is  an  idea  that  demands  that  it  be 
done  aa  quickly  as  possible  within  the  realm  of  reasonable 
financing.   The  project  should  move  forward  but  it 
should  move  forward  in  a  way  that  would  reduce  the 
negative  impacts  of  both  the  tunnel,  the  approaches  and 
the  Central  Artery  depression  so  that  the  negative 
impacts  can  be  minimized. 

I  would  suggest  these  three  particular  items 
require  very  detailed  attention  even  more  than  they 
already  have  received  during  the  subsequent  design  and 
construction  stage.   First  of  all,  the  construction 


stan«  b«  worked,  out  on  a  community-wide  basis  in  a  way 
that  will  minimize  disruption  of  traffic,  pedestrian 
movements  and  rroods  movements.   Secondly,  the  maximum 
use  he  provided  in  the  design  so  that  after  the  project 
is  completed  the  Fore  Point  Channel  can  remain  as  a 
pub'. ic  waterway  and  be  enhanced  for  its  use  by  the 
general  public,  by  the*  boating  community,  and  its  com- 
mercial  activity  can  be  increased. 

Thirdly,  during  the  ten-year  construction  period 
--end  it  might  go  mora  than  tan  years— an  aggressive 
program  be  davelopad  to  encourage  people  to  use  public 
transportation,  specifically  by  increasing  service  on 
public  transportation  routes,  both  buses,  rapid  transit,' 
computer  rail  that  serve  the  corridor;  secondly,  that  a 
program  of  reduced  fares  ba  considered  in  order  to  make 
this  public  transportation  mora  attractive)  and,  thirdly 
that  a  much  mora  aggressive  use  of  park  and  ride  facili- 
ties by  people  north  and  south  on  93  and-  the  other  major 
corridors  that  serve  the  downtown  so  that  the  number  of 
vehicles  passing,  coming  into  the  downtown  araa  and 
passing  through  the  dovntovn  area  would  ba  minimized. 

One  very  important  aspect  of  the  project  is  its 
financing,  S2.2  billion.   That  is  ona  large  amount  of 
money.   It's  by  an  order  of  magnitude  larger  than  anythinr 


that  very  definitely  should  be  optimized  to  support  it. 

In  closing  I  would  just  like  to  say  that  while 
the  cost  of  S2.2  billion  is  a  bit  overwhelming,  the  coat 
of  not  building  both  facilities  can  be  even  greater. 

Thank  you  vary  much., 

MR.  mcdonagh:   Thank  you.   I  have  a  parson  who 
signed  up  to  spaak,  Mr.  John  McDonough. 

MR.  MCDONOUGH i   My  name  is  John  A.  McDonough. 
My  address  is  31  Milk  Street,  Boston,  Massachusetts.  I 
am  a  director  of  operations  of  four  affiliated  bus 
companies,  Brockton  Street  Railway  Company  in  Plymouth, 
Massachusetts,  Brush  Hill  Transportation  Company, 
Mefllnn  Bus  Company  of  Lynn,  Massachusetts  and  North 
Shore  Bus  Company  in  Wakefield,  Massachusetts. 

I  am  hare  in  support  of  both  these  projects, 
and  in  regard  to  the  utilization  of  our  buses  and  the 
efficiency  of  our  buses  in  moving  through  the  City  of 
Boston,  as  all  four  carriers  are  authorized  by  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission  as  wall  as  the 
Massachusetts  Department  of  Public  Utilities  to  perform 
charters  and  on  a  daily  basis,  w«  utilize  these  express- 
ways,  specifically  I  would  like  to  address  my  comments 
to  Plymouth  and  Brockton  street  Railway  Company.   They 
are  the  largest  privately  owned  commuter  carrier  in  New 
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we  have  done  so  far.   It's  got  to  be  recognized  that 
Boston  has  to  stand  in  line  and  compete  with  other 
metropolitan  regions  of  the  country. 

One  aspect  of  the  program,  namely,  the  third 
harbor  crossing,  has  the  opportunity  of  some  secondary 
financing  that  should  be  taken  advantage  of,  and  what  I 
am. suggesting  is  that  since  the  third  Harbor  Tunnel  is 
really  an  extension  of  the  Mass.  Turnpike,  that  the 
Mass.  Turnpike  toll  revenues  for  the  entire  system  ba 
pledged  to  underwrite  the  cost  of  the  third  Harbor 
crossing.   It  is  not  unusual  that  a  regional  transporta- 
tion  system'be  used  to  finance  something  like  this,  and 
I  would  refer  to  the  New  York  Port  Authority  of  New 
York  and  New  Jersey  who  operate  the  major  Hudson  River 
crossing,  the  tunnel,  George  Washington  Bridge  as  well 
as  the  threa  major  airports  and  bus  terminals  and  the 
transit  system.   They  are  using  excess  funds  from  the 
tolls  on  all  of  these  facilities  to  finance  commuter 
rail  improvements,  parking  facilities  in  suburban  areas  I 
and  improvements  to  rapid  transit  throughout  the  region, 
so  there  is  a  precedent  for  it. 

I  would  expect  that  this  would  need  the  approval  . 
of  the  bond  holders  and  perhaps  some  refinancing  on  the  j 
part  of  the  Turnpike,  but  as  a  natural  source  of  revenues 


England,   we  presently  carry  approximately  four  thousand 
people  from  the  South  Shore,  the  Cape,  the  Brockton  and 
Milford  areas  to  and  from  the  City  of  Boston  Monday 
through  Friday.   Plymouth  and  Brockton  also  operates  an 
airport  service  whereby  we  pick  up  passengers  as  far 
south  as  Hyannis  up  to  Hingham,  Massachusetts  and 
transport  them  into  the  City  of  Boston  and  then  onward 
to  Logan  Airport.   The  fuel  waste  would  be  a  fantastic 
savings  in  ragards  to  another  tunnel  crossing  to  the 
airport.   Our  buses  presently  can  leave  Hyannis  and  be 
in  approximately  an  hour  and  45  minutes  leaving  the  City 
of  Boston  in  a  non-commuter  hour.   Those  buses  can  take 
anywhere  from  thirty  minutes  to  another  hour  and  a  half 
to  get  to  Logan  Airport,   we  believe  that  as  far  as 
Plymouth  and  Brockton  are  concerned  that  the  third 
approach  to  the  airport  would  ba  a  fantastic  savings  to 
Plymouth  and  Brockton  in  a  selfish  way  but  that  we  would 
greatly  increase  the  amount  of  passengers  that  we  would 
carry  from  the  south  shore  and  Cape  Cod  area  to  Logan 
Airport. 

w«  realize  that  at  the  present  time  in  the  drive 
that  they  would  be  stuck  behind  our  bus  as  wall  as  the 
fact  that  our  bus  is  stuck  in  the  tunnel  or  on  tha 
expressway,  but  we  firmly  believe  in  the  marketing 


research  that  we've  dona  that  fast  approach  to  Logan 
Airport  whereby  wo  do  not  get  involved  with  the  express- 
way and  the  tunnels,  present  tunnels,  would  remove 
additional  traffic  off  the-  highway  and  would  get 
passenaers  iron  Plymouth  and  Brockton  to  and  from  Logan 
Airport. 

MR.  McPONAGH:   Thank  you,  Mr.  McDonough. 

I  will_say  once  again  that  throe  to,  six  is  open 
time  for  people  who  want  to  speak.   You  do  not  hav*  to 
be  signed  up.   Give  your  name  to  the  young  ladies  at 
the.  door. 

Having  no  more  signatures  here,  we  will  take 
another  brief  intermission. 
(Recess. ) 

MR.  SHERLOCK  (Frank  Sherlock):   I  want  to  reopen 
this  public  hearing  after  the  recess.   Some  folks  hav* 
signed  up  and  would  like  to  be  heard.   I  want  to  remind 
everybody  that  we  hav*  a  sign-up  sheet  in  the  front  of 
the  hall,  and  if  you  want  to  be  heard  please  identify 
yourself  for  the  young  ladies  there  and  you  will  have  an 
opportunity  to  be  heard. 

Pat  walls  is  the  next  person  to  be  heard. 

MS.  wells:   My  name  is  Pat  Wells  and  I  am 
speaking  on  behalf  of  the  Boston  Educational  Marine 


development  activities  and  tourist  dollars  to  be  gained 
from  such  a  waterfront  attraction.   The  City  lacks 
docking  and  other  facilities  for  boats.   The  Fort 
Point  Channel,  a  "harbor  of  refuge"  at  the  core  of 
downtown,  ia  a  logical  place  for  boats  and,  in  fact,  has 
been  designated  for  this  use  in  the  City's  plan  for  the 
Harbor. 

As  proposed  by  the  Boston  Educational  Marin* 
Exchange,  the  Channel  could  accomodate  as  many  as  1500 
boats,  with  a  possible  600  power  boats  abov*  the  Summer 
street  Bridge.   Public  lands,  ramps,  water  taxi  terminals 
a  breakwater/pier  for  visiting  tall  ships  and  cruise 
ships,  a  promenade  along  the  Channel  edge  with  attendant 
eafes,  restaurants  and  other  amenities  are  all  part  of 
this  exciting  proposal.   (S*«  accompanying  poster.) 

Naxt  y*ar  the  Tall  Ships  will  visit  Boston  and, 
again,  th*r*  will  be  no  place  for  them  downtown.   In 
addition,  the  Antique  and  Classic  Boat  Regatta,  a  n*v 
annual  event,  anticipates  100  boats,   where  will  we  put 
them?   For  two  years  now  the  Fort  Point  Channel  has 
provided  the  site  for  a  brave  new  boat  show.   There 
is  no  gu*stion  that  boating  events  are  popular  with  tha 
public;  they  also  enrich  the  coffers  of  -.he  city  and  its 
m«rchants.   Thar*  is  no  reason  why,  in  th*  future,  a 
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Exchange,  and  I  would  like  to  give  our  comments  to  the 
third  Harbor  Tunnel  widening  and  depressed  Central 
Artery. 

The  Boston  Educational  Marine  Exchange  cc;ects 
to  the  adverse  Impact  of  the  Third  Harbor  Tunnel/Widened 
and  Depressed  Central  Artery  plan  on  the  Fort  Point 
Channel.   The  Environmental  Impact  Statement  does  not 
adequately  consider  the  value  of  the  Channel  itself  and 
its  potential  to  fill  important  recreational,  tounsn, 
marine  commerce  and  water  transportation  needs  of  Boston 
and  Massachusetts.  ,Nor  has  the  Environmental  Impact 
Statement  adequately  considered  alternative  transporta- 
tion modes  including  ferry  service  which,  taken 
together,  could  considerably  ease  traffic  on  existing 
roadways . 

A  surface  roadway  along  any  portion  of  the 
downtown  Channel  edge  is  objectionable  and  would  be 
inimical  to  recreational  use.   One  would  think  that 
with  the  downtown  portion  of  the  Southeast  Expressway 
(Central  Artery)  staring  us  in  the  face  that  this  would 
be  generally  realized. 

The  Environmental  Impact  Statement  has  net  taken 
into  account  potential  use  of  the  Channel  as  a  downtown 
harbor  for  boats  with  the  attendant  recreational  and 


marine  oriented  Channel  couldn't  be  as  big  a  draw  (or 
bigger)  than  Annapolis  or  Newport-- both  multi-million 
dollar  affairs. 

The  EIS  has  not  sufficiently  addressed  impacts 
on  the  marine  recreational  use  of  the  Channel  nor  the 
question  of  revenue  accruing  to  the  City  from  such 
development.   Per  boat  spending  on  restaurants,  supplies, 
recreational  shopping  and  the  like  would  amount  to  con- 
siderable in  a  season,  as  would  income  the  City  would 
reap  in  property  taxes  from  marina  assessments. 

Annapolis  and  Newport  have  turned  private 
pleasure  boating  into  by  far  their  major  economic  activi- 
ty.  Any  EIS  on  tha  Tunnel /Artery  should  certainly  look 
at  potential  revenue  that  would  be  generated  by  a 
recreational  boating  complex  in  the  Fort  Point  Channel. 

Th*  EIS  has  not  covered  impacts  on  the  Channel ' s 
potential  us*  as  a  water  transportation  arm  to  the  new 
South  Station  Transportation  Center.   Streamlined 
water-buses  similar  to  those  used  so  effectively  in 
Amsterdam  could  fit  under  the  bridges  and  call  at  a 
South  Station  landing  at  the  foot  of  Summer  street  to 
speed  passengers  to  Logan  Airport,  North  Station  and 
other  harborfront  destinations.   This  would  also  help 
alleviate  traffic  downtown. 


i 


The  question  of  density  of  projected  development 
in  the  Dewey- Square/Fort  Point  Channel  area  and  the  need 
for  the  breathing  space  a  Channel  recreational  area 
could  provide  needs  to  be  considered. 

A  surface  roadway,  so-called  "New  Dorchester 
Avenue"  in  the  Tunnel/Artery  plan,  along  the  edge  of  the 
Channel  is  antithetic*!  to  recreational  use  of  the 
Channel,   who  wants  to  promenade  along  a  highway  or,  for 
thAt  matter,  sit  on  a  boat  deck  besid*-rushing«M=ars. 
This  would  also  be  a  deterenf  to  sidewalk  cafes  and 
other  commercial  recreational  development  along  the 
waterfront.   A  classic  mistake  cities  have  come  to  regret 
is  putting  roadways  along  their  waterfronts.  - 

Alternative  transportation  measures  to  ease 
traffic  congestion  have  not  been  looked  at  in  the  CIS  and 
need  to  be  before  a  decision  on  the  Tunnel/Artery  is 
made.   Area  boat  operators  are  eager  to  run  ferry  ser- 
vice from  the  South  Shore  to  downtown  and  Logan;  all 
they  are  waiting  for  are  the  landings-   Mas sport  is 
willing  to  provide  &  landing  at  Logan.   The  City  is 
requiring  the  developer  of  Roves  wharf  to  provide  a 
ferry  terminal.   A  landing  in  the  Channel  could  make  the 
AMTRAX  and  bus  station  connection.   Ferries  with  connec- 
tor bus  links,  revived  train  service  along  the  Old 


orally  can  present  us  with  written  documents  here  at 
this  hearing  or  to   the  Massachusetts  Department  of 
Public  works,  Boston,  Massachusetts,  addressed  to  the 
Chief  Engineer.   Up  to  August  22nd  these  will  be 
included  in  the  public  hearing  record. 

I  would  like  to  call  on  Martin  Nee. 

MR.  NEE i   Good  afternoon.   For  the  record  ray 
name  is  Martin  Nee,  legislative  aide  to  Representative 
Michael  Flaherty,  South  Boston,  and  I  have  a  letter 
here  addressed  to  Secretary  Hoyte  from  Representative 
Flaherty  that  I  would  like  to  read. 

"Dear  Mr.  Secretary:   Thank  you  for  this  oppor- 
tunity to  comment  on  the  latest  supplement  to  the 
Draft  Environmental  Impact  Report  on  the  Third  Harbor 
Tunnel,  seaport  Access  Road  Alignment. 

At  this  point  in  time,  I  do  not  feel  that  on*  can 
make  a  responsible  decision  for,  or  against,  the  various 
proposals,  as  many  issues  of  community  concern  have  not 
adequately  been  addressed. 

Specific  matters  of  concern  have  been  raised 
at  numerous  meetings,  both  public  and  private,  which  to 
date  have  not  received  a  definite  answer. 

For  example,  alternative  5A  modified  was  origi- 
nally designed  to  alleviate  much  of  the  truck  traffic 
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Colony  Line,  improved  T  service,  park  and  ride,  sub- 
scription bus  services,  van-pool  could  all  act  to  alle- 
viate  traffic  from  south  of  Boston  into  and  through 
downtown.   In  fact,  the  process  of  finding  alternative 
ways  is  already  underway  in  part  due  to  the  impetus  of 

the  Southeast  Expressway  reconstruction. 

I 
Tine  and  time  again,  grandiose  building  plans 

have  become  obsolete  scarce  they  have  been  completed. 

I 
There  is  a  need  for  the  EIS  to  project  its  vision  and 

imagination . into  the  future.   12  /ears  from  now,  the 

anticipated  completion  date  of  the  Tunnel/Artery  project,, 

use  of  the  private  car  in  the  city  may  be  on  the  wane 

with  totally  different  forms  of  people  movers  taking  its 

place. 

The  Fort  Point  Channel  offers  a  dramatic 
opportunity  to  reintroduce  a  rich  variety  of  marine 
activities  of  a  contemporary  nature  at  the  very  heart  of  I 
downtown  Boston.   Tunnel/Artery  impacts  on  this  potential; 
need  to  be  thoroughly  examined  before  a  decision  is 
made. 

Thank  you. 

MR.  SHERLOCKi  Thank  you,  ma'am.  I  would  like  to| 
remind  everyone  that  those  of  you  who  would  like  to  make  I 
a  statement  and  do  not  feel  comfortable  about  making  it 


I 
which  now  overflows  into  the  neighborhood  streets  of 
South  Boston.   Yet,  it  is  not  known  whether  this  align- 
ment could  accomodate  the  several  hundred  petroleum 
container  trucks  now  based  in  this  portion  of  South 
Boston. 

Given  the  present  status  of  the  proposal,  I 
would  venture  to  say  that  the  situation  regarding  hazard-1 
oua  cargo  does  not  look  promising.   If  an  undertaking  of 
this  magnitude  will  not  resolve  the  problem,  can  we  ever 
expect  to  remove  these  heavy  trucks  from  our  crowded 
side  streets?  The  latest  alignment  of  SA  also  raises 
questions  regarding  the  placement  of  toll  booths  within 
the  waterfront  section  of  South  Boston.  Although  it  is 
stated  in  the  report  that  traffic  queues  in  the  area 
will  have  no  effect  on  air  quality,  it  is  my  contention 
that  the  over-all  impact  of  traffic  congestion  at  the 
tolls  would  be  significant. 

In  addition,  no  definite  decision  has  been 
reached,  to  my  knowledge,  as  to  the  exact  placement  of 
ventilation  stacks  in  South  Boston.   These  huge  struc- 
tures undoubtedly  create  adverse  impact  on  air  quality 
and  land  use  in  surrounding  areas. 

In  fairness  to  the  communities  which  will  be 
severely  effected  by  the  lengthy  construction  phase  of 


any  alternative,  I  feel  that  a  strong  commitment  to 
provide  ]obs  for  residents  first  should  be  forthcoming. 
A  guarantee  of  this  nature  is  crucial  to  my  ultimate 
acceptance  of  a  seaport  access  alignment. 

In  closing,  Mr.  Secretary,  I  would  emphasize 
that  I  will  reserve  my  judgment  on  any  proposal  until 
firm  commitments  can  be  reached  in  regard  to  container 
truck  traffic,  toll  booths,  air  quality  and  land  use 
impacts,  and  resident  quotas  for  construction  job 
hiring. 

Again,  thank  you  for  this  opportunity  to  express 
my  views  on  this  important  issue, 
with  kind  regards,  I  am 

Michael  J.  Flaherty,  Chairman,  Committee  on  the 
Judiciary. " 

MR.  SHERLOCK:   Thank  you,  Mr.  Nee.   The  next 
speaker  is  Joseph  TUZ20I0. 

MR.  tuzzoloi  Good  evening.   I  am  Joseph 
Tuzzalo.   I  represent  Braman,  Dow  and  Company.   I  am  the 
treasurer  of  the  corporation  and  I  am  here  to  speak  on 
behalf  of  our  concern  in  reference  to  depressing  the 
artery. 

Braman,  now  and  Company  is  located  at  239 
Causeway  Street,  Boston,  Mass.   He  have  bean  in  business 


using  a  ten  thousand  pound  capacity  forklift  for  off 
loading  trucks  and  storage  within  the  company  property 
alongside  the  Central  Artery. 

Deliveries  are  made  daily  using  two  fifteen-ton 
rack  body  trucks,  twenty-two  feet  in  overall  cargo 
lennth,  and  three  smaller  pickup  trucks  along  with  the 
company  station  wagons. 

Customer  pickup.  Many  of  our  industrial  and 
institutional  customers  and  utilities  require  daily 
pickup  of  purchased  pipe,  valves  and  fittings  and  do  so 
by  using  our  Traverse  Street  entrance.   Again,  this 
enables  our  material  handling  equipment  to  load  cus- 
tomers '  trucks  directly  from  our  supplies  of  various 
pipe  stored  on  our  land  next  to  the  Central  Artery. 

we  respectfully  submit  before  this  hearing 
this  evening,  the  following  topics  concerning  the  impact 
and  disruption  to  Braman,  Dow  and  Company,  Inc.,  daily 
business  operation  during  the  actual  depression  of  the 
Central  Artery  and  removal  of  the  existing  elevated 
artery t 

A.   employee  Parkingt   He  estimate  that  we 
provide  25  to  30  parking  spaces  for  our  employees  and 
customers  who  commute.   The  balance  of  employees  either 
use  car  pools  or  Mass.  Transit. 


30   I 
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since  184fl  and  located  at  the  present  address  of  23' 
Causeway  Street  since  1904.   Me  have  an  approximate 
customer  base  of  2,300  accounts  serving  all  of  the  Mew 
England ,  six-state  area ,  various  parts  of  the  United 
States,  including  several  international  accounts. 

Our  prime  source  or  product  is  distributors  of 
pipe,  valves  and  fittings  for  industrial,  power  plants, 
hospitals,  utilities  in  metropolitan  Boston  and  sur- 
rounding cities  and  towns.   Currently  we  employ  at  this 
location,  239  Causeway  Street,  approximately  forty 
people.   Ten  percent  of  them  are  residents  of  the  City 
of  Boston,  forty  percent  north  of  the  City  of  Boston, 
forty  percent  south  of  the  City,  and  ten  percent  repre- 
sentative of  east  and  west  of  the  City.   We  do  provide 
parking  at  Braman,  Dow  for  approximately  25  to  30 
parking  spaces  for  employees  and  customers  parking  on 
its  property.   The  entrance  to  this  parking  is  by  use  of 
Traverse  Street. 

Inventory  and  storage.   At  this  location  we 
inventory  various  sizes  of  pipe  in  random  lengths  of 
twenty  feet  and  forty  feet.   All  inventory  is  delivered 
by  our  suppliers  by  use  of  flatbed  trailers  entering  at 
Traverse  Street,  at  the  Traverse  Street  entrance. 
Incoming  material/inventory  handling  is  accomplished  by 


Question:   Our  understanding  is  that  a  slurry 
wall  will  be  constructed  some  20  feet  from  the  existing 
artery  for  the  depressed  artery,   will  this  eliminate 
all  our  parking  on  our  property  for  employees  since  we 
abut  the  current  central  artery?   If  yes,  can  you  pro- 
vide our  employees  with  comparable  safe,  without  cost, 
parking  within  a  reasonable  distance  from  our  location? 

B.  Inventory  Storage/Handling:  Since  a  large 
percentage  of  our  inventory  is  located  on  our  property, 
stored  in  racks  and  sized  accordingly,  Question: 

1.  will  the  slurry  wall  reduce  our  access  to 
our  driveway,  our  property,  and  material  storage  area 
abutting  the  current  central  artery? 

2.  Hill  our  weekly  deliveries  of  pipe  and 
related  inventory  items  via  trucks,  flatbed  and  box  (40 
ft.  trailers)  have  access  to  our  Traverse  Street  entrance? 

3,'  Taking  all  of  the  above  in  account,  will  our 
material  handling  equipment  have  free  access  without 
restriction  of  travel  on  our  property  to  off  load  all 
deliveries? 

4.   Will  the  Federal  or  State  provide  for 
temporary  -atorage  and  warehousing  during  construction 
and  fund  this  cost  during  the  entire  construction  period? 

C.   Deliveries i   Currently  our  warehouse  and 


distribution  center  is  located  at  239  Causeway  Street, 
utilizing  an  80,000  sq.  ft.  capacity  to  service  our  cui- 
tomers  and  branch  warehouse  in  Scarborough,  Maine. 
Question i 

1.  Since  our  warehouse  ships  and  loads  all 
materials  from  our  rear  docks,  which  abut  the  existing 
central  artery,  will  all  vehicles  have  access  to  our 
loading  docks  and  material  handling  equipment? 

2.  Will  the  Federal  Government  provide  funding 
for  warehousing  during  construction  and  all  additional 
cost  of  material  handling  related  to  disruption  during 
related  construction? 

D.   Custoraer/Piekupi   Materials  ordered  by  cus- 
tomers to  be  picked  up  at  our  shipping  dock,  rear  of 
239  Causeway  Street  (entrance  by  Traverse  Street). 

Question: 

1.  Will  our  customers  have  full  access  to  our 
driveway.  Traverse  Street,  and  will  we  have  the  room  to 
load  trucks  via  material  handling  equipment? 

2.  Because  of  the  construction  impact,  customers 
who  under  normal  conditions  pick  up  material  ordered, 
will  require  delivery  by  us  to  their  location.   This  will 
result  in  additional  operating  costs  both  in  required 
vehicles  and  personnel.   Will  the  Pederal/State  government 


Avenue  in  Maiden.   I  am  here  today  in  the  capacity  as  a 
private  citizen,  not  as  a  member  of  any  special 
interest  group  or  community  organization.   I  have 
decided  to  come  here  today  to  speak  to  the  hearing 
because  I  was  a  former  resident  of  Chauncey  Street  in 
Harvard  Square,  and  I,  along  with  thousands  of  other 
Canhndge  individuals,  experienced  the  last  raa^or  con- 
struction project  that  was  undertaken  by  the  State, 
and  that  was  the  Red  Line  extension.   I  was  driven,  as 
many  of  us  were,  from  the  Harvard  Square  area  because 
of  the  noise  and  dust  pollution. 

The  previous  administration  had  proposed  the 
third  Harbor  Tunnel  and  in  doing  so  had  gone  against 
all  the  wishes  of  the  communities  of  East  Boston  and 
the  North  end,  and  I   an  quite  surprised  that  this 
administration  who  had  rejected  the  idea  almost  eight 
years  ago  has  cone  up  with  it  again. 

To  expend  S3. 2  billion  at  a  time  when  the  present 
infrastructure  of  highways,  bridges  and  water  and  sewer 
systems  are  in  a  sad  state  of  disrepair  to  ma  is 
economic  insanity.   I  just  want  to  put  a  couple  of 
remarks  on  the  record  from  letters  that  I  have  before 
me.   One  is  from  Mr.  Gary.   He  outlines  in  his  letter 
the  history  of  the  Central  Artery  and  also  outlines  the 
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provide  funding  to  defray  all  additional  cost  labor  and 
equipment  during  construction? 

When  reviewing  various  brochures  supplied  as 
to  actual  construction,  we  are  concerned  about  the 
followinq: 

Question:   when  the  artery  has  been  depressed 
and  the  existing  artery  removed,  new  or  reconstructed 
roadway  systems  will  be  constructed,   will  this  new 
surface  roadway  take  any  of  our  parking  and  or  storage 
capacity  currently  existing? 

While  w«  recognize  the  need  tor    improved  trans- 
portation and  the  obsolescence  of  the  Central  Artery, 
our  prime  concern  must  be  the  welfare  of  our  business, 
its  owners,  customers  and  employees;  a  business  that  has 
continuously  operated  in  the  City  of  Boston  for  some 
135  years.   We  require  assurances  and  commitments  that 
any  disruption  to  our  normal  business  operations, 
directly  or  indirectly,  caused  by  the  depression  of  the 
Central  Artery  will  be  fully  compensated  by  the  State 
and/or  Pederal  governments. 
Thank  you. 

MA.  SHERLOCK   Jonathan  Berq,  please. 
MR.  BERGt   Good  Afternoon.   For  the  record  my 
name  is  Jonathan  Berg  and  I  am  a  resident  of  12  Glenrock 


history  of  its  demise.   I  will  take  one  sentence  here. 
I  am  quoting.   "The  artery  is  far  exceeding  its  capacity 
with  160,000  cars  per  day  using  the  road  and  traffic 
projections  of  a  ten  percent  increase  over  twenty  years. 
This  aging  and  overburdened  structure  will  have  to  be 
rebuilt  or  replaced  within  the  next  ten  years  in  order 
to  keep  the  route  operational." 

This  was  said  2S  years  ago  when  the  original 
Central  Artery  was  proposed,  and  we  had  a  plan  devised 
and  we  had  a  large  construction  project  undertaken,  and 
the  net  result  today,  some  2S  years  later,  is  the 
existing  mess  we  have. 

:  think  that  S2.2  billion  would  be  better 
expended  in  solving  all  the  ma^or  bridge  and  highway 
problems  that  we  face. 

Mow,  I  also  went  to  direct  a  comment  to  the 
letter  of  Christine  Marr  in  which  she  outlines  basically 
that  the  project  can  create  five  thousand  construction 
-ohft  and  nearly  ten  thousand  permanent  ;3ts,  and  she 
talks  about  keeping  the  unemployment  rate  in 
Massachusetts  below  the  national  average,  but  nowhere 
among  either  of  these  two  statements  or,  quite  frankly, 
among  the  reports  that  I  just  looked  at  here  briefly  is 
the  impact  of  a  minimum  of  S200  million  commitment  fron 


this  State  to  fund  this  project.   There  have  been  many 
alternatives  and  one  alternative  to  the  third  Harbor 
Tunnel  is  a  three-step  proposal,  and  I  will  outline  tt 
for  you. 

One  is  restriction  of  all  limousines  to  and  from 
Che  airport,  hackney  limousines,  the  creation  of  a  ferry 
system  from  the  airport  to  the  new  south  Station  terminal 
with  all  hackney  and  limousine  service  for  the  south 
and  west  shore  stemming  from  that  point,  and  thirdly, 
restrict  the  use  of  the  Callahan  Tunnel  to  commercial,  to 
private  pasaenqer  use  for  the  airport. 

In  closing  I  just  would  like  to  reiterate  that 
the  environmental  impact  upon  the  communities  of  the 
North  End  and  East  Boston  will  be  devastating  by  either 
one  of  these  proposals,  and  the  economic  impact  upon 
the  citizens  of  Massachusetts  will  also  be  devastating 
because  someone  is  going  to  have  to  coma  up  with  $2.2 
billion  to  fund  this  project,  whether  it  is  through 
local  taxes'  or  federal  taxes,  and  I  think  at  the  bottom 
line  of  this  we  are  looking  at  the  same  situation  down 
the  road  in  twenty  years. 

Thank  you  very  much. 

MR.  SHERLOCK:   Thank  you,  Mr.  Berg,  for  your 
comments. 


ingredient  missing  from  this  latest  proposal  that  dis- 
tresses ma. 

In  the  original  plana  which  I  saw  nearly  ten 
years  ago  there  was  another  ma^or  artery  which  was  to 
be  included  in  the  depression  schema.   It  was  to  benefit 
the  many  thousands  who  do  not  wish  to  drive  or  go  through 
downtown  Boston,  and  I  would  be  against  any  proposal 
that  did  not  include  this  important  ingredient.   The 
important  factor  that  was  included  in  the  original 
plan  stated  that  there  was  to  be  a  two-track  commuter 
rail  connector  linking  North  Station  and  South  Station 
for  runthrough  service  that  was  to  operate  down  the 
center  of  the  roadway  much  as  the  Chicago  Transit 
Authority's  rapid  transit  line*  go  down  tha  middle  of 
tha  Kennedy  Eisenhower  and  Dan  Ryan  expressways. 

Under  benefits  and  of fectiveness,  with  tha 
gigantic  South  station  Transportation  Canter  on  tha 
horizon  this  will  be  an  essential  step  to  a  coordinated 
public  transportation  system  that  will  also  benefit  the 
motorist.   It  will  make  tha  commuter  rail  system  more 
efficient  and  cheaper  to  operate  through  tha  benefits 
of  runthrough  operation.   A  train  coming  in  from  say 
Stoughton  will  coma  into  South  Station  and  would  than 
continue  right  through  to  North  Station  and  continue  to 


173 


This  hearing  is  qoing  to  continue  and  will  con-   ! 
tinue  until  eleven  o'clock  p.m.  this  evening.   we  would 
like  your  comments  at  this  time,  as  this  is  free  access 
time.   You  don ' t  need  a    reservation.   If  there  «re  no 
persons  in  the  audience  at  the  moment  who  want  to  make 
a  statement,  I  am  going  to  declare  a  recess. 
( Recess. I 

MR.  SHERLOCK:   I  would  like  to  reconvene  the 
hearing,  ladies  and  gentlemen. 

MR.  TERRELL:   My  name  is  Kenneth  Terrell,  140 
Wollaston  Avenue,  Cambridge.   My  address  will  concern 
itself  not  as  much  with  the  third  Harbor  Tunnel  per  se 
but  mainly  the  Centra?.  Artery  depression  and  its  possible 
side  effects. 

The  depressing  of  the  Central  Artery  in  itself 

is  an  excellent  idea.   The  noise  factor  will  go  down 

markedly,  making  the  entire  affected  area  a  nicer  place 

to  live  and  work.   It  should  be  noted  here  that  the 

artery  was  only  built  the  way  it  was  far  one  reason 

I 
and  that  was  to  clear  the  then  existing  Orange  line 

elevated  rapid  transit  tracks  at  North  Station  and  again  I 

at  City  Square  station.   Since  the  L  is  no  longer  there, 

there  is  no  good  reason  or  excuse  not  to  t ol low  throuqn 

on  the  project.   However,  there  is  one  important 


Ipswich.   The  effect  that  you  obtain  is  that  you  cover 
two  runs  with  one  set  of  equipment;  hence,  the  fuel  con- 
sumption of  one  diesel  not  two,  with  the  payroll  of  one 
crew,  not  two.   It  would  also  help  to  cut  down  deadhead 
mileage  for  equipment  on  the  south  side  when  servicing 
is  needed.   An  additional  benefit  to  this  scheme  would 
be  Amtrak  which  could  through-route  some  of  its  trains 
from  New  York  up  to  Bangor,  Maine  and  possibly  Montreal, 
giving  Greyhound,  Traiiways  and  Vermont  Transit  Lines 
some  competition  to  the  monopoly  they  have  in  northern 
New  England  intercity  ground  transportation. 

Tha  present  North  Station  could  be  leveled 
and  a  new  arena  could  be  built  in  the  void.   This  would 
rendar  North  Station  to  a  second-claaa  status  such  as 
Back  Bay  station  is  on  the  south  side.   If  desired,  an 
intermediate  stop  could  be  added  at  State  and  Atlantic 
connecting  with  tha  Blue  Line  and  serving  the  Aquarium 
and  outer  fringe  of  the  financial  district.   It  would 
also  be  the  first  rail  connection  between  the  two  rail 
terminals  since  the  cessation  of  Atlantic  Avenue  el 
service  in  September  of  1938.   Travel  time  between  the 
two  hasn't  baan  the  same  since.   This  should  be  of  prime 
interest  to  the  Dukakis  administration  as  they  before, 
as  now,  ara  on  tha  record  as  strong  public  transit 


advocator.   The  benefits  of  such  a  scheme  will  be  felt 
this  fall  in  Philadelphia  as  a  commuter  rail  connector 
will  open  between  the  Peadinq  terminal  and  the  30th 
Street  Penn  Central  station  there.   The  major  difference 
rs  that  they  built  theirs  without  a  road. 

Our  last  beneficiary  of  this  Central  Artery 
scheme  would  be  motorists  in  other  areas  of  the  state, 
vie  have  a  major,  problem  with  bridges  around  the  state, 
many  of  which  are  on  secondary  roads  which  traverse 
rivers,  -streams,  railroad  tracks,  et  cetera.   It  is  also 
a  well-known  fact  that  replacing  them  is  a  monumental 
task  in  respect  to  hoth  time  and  money .   Not  much  can 
be  done  about  the  time  factor,  hut  there  is  a  way  to 
lessen  the  financial  burden. 

The  longitudinal  steel  beam  members  used  in  the 
present  Central  Artery  if  disassembled  properly  could 
be  used  again  in  other  areas.   For  example,  if  an   30-foot 
span  needs  replacement  on  a  secondary  road  bridge,  two 
or  three  1TO  girders  can  be  taken  from  the  Central 
Artery,  cut  down  and  used  in  the  reconstruction. 
Remember  that  this  is  steel  used  to  carry  tremendous 
loads  daily.   Putting  such  steel  to  use  on  a  bridge 
that  may  carry  less  than  one  thousand  cars  a  day  would 
render  such  a  bridge  practically  indestructable.   Such 


a  way  that  it  could  have  been  if  it  had  been  laid  over 
with  a  bunch  of  highways  at  some  point  in  the  past  fifty 
years  and  lost  all  of  its  native  character. 

You  are  wondering  what  my  position  is  on  this. 
My  position  is  very  clear.   I  think  that  if  you  do 
build  this  tunnel  coming  in  from  the  Central  Artery  to 
the  airport,  that's  a  very  good  idea  if  you  close  the 
other  two  tunnels.   I  don't  think  anyone  else  has  pro- 
posed that.   I  think  that  those  two  tunnels  are  dis- 
rupting life  in  East  Boston  for  an  entire  generation. 
The  neighborhood  of  East  Boston  has  been  cut  in  half 
by  thos«  tunnels  and  has  suffered  terribly,  terribly, 
and  I  really  think  that  there  is  no  reason  why  you 
couldn't  close  those  two  tunnels  and  direct  all  your 
traffic  for  this  one  new  tunnel  which  you  are  going  to 
get  all  your  money  from  the  federal  government,  and  it's 
a  powerful  argument.   It's  a  power  argument.   It's  nice 
to  use  that  money.   Why  not?   That's  a  good  opportunity. 

So  that's  one  suggestion  as  far  as  the  Central 
Artery. 

My  fear  is  that  I  think  that  you  shouldn't  be 
blinded  on  the  other  hand  and  that  I  think  you  should 
think  very  seriously  about  what  we  really  need,  and  that 
is  to  have  more  of  a  physics!  connection  to  the  airport 
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3teel  could  possibly  be  used  even  on  a  large  span  such 
as  that  on-Alewife  Brook  Parkway  near  Pmce  Avenue. 

So  I  would  urge  that  the  ^tate  Department  of 
Transportation  and  the  Highway  Department  take  a  serious 
look  at  what  I  have  stated  h«re.   All  citizens,  not 
just  those  driving  on  the  Central  Artery,  must  benefit 
from  this  project  if  it  is  to  be  a  viable  and  effective 
entity  in  the  City  of  Boston  and  its  environs  into  the 
year  20h0  and  beyond. 
Thank  you. 

MR.  SHERJ»OC»:   Nina  Meyer. 

MS.  MEYER:   My  name  is  Nina  Meyer.   I  am  a 
resident  of  Boston  and  I  live  in  the  North  End  and  :  am 
an  architectural  historian  and  I  direct  the  Historic 
Neighborhoods  Foundation  which  teaches  the  architectural 
history  of  Boston. 

As  a  resident  and  as  an  educator  I  am  really 
concerned  about  the  quality  of  life  in  the  City.   ;  feel 
very  strongly  that  this  is  a  walking  city  and  that  the 
decisions  that  are  being  made  right  now  I  am  afraid  are 
beino  made  from  the  point  of  view  of  traffic  rather 
than  people.   I  feel  this  is  a  terrible  mistake  and  that 
we  should  go  back  to  what  Boston  was  in  the  past  rather 
than  try  somehow  to  keep  forcing  it  into  some  vision  of 


chat  we  could  have  en  the  water.   The  harbor  has  bean 
itmored.   We  used  to  have  a  ferry  system,   we  used  to 
be  able  to  take  a  ferry  to  East  aoston  for  a   nickel  and 
it  worked  very  well  for  a  great  many  years. 

What  you  really  want  to  have  is  a  ferry.   That's 
number  one,  as  many  ferries  as  might  be  necessary  from 
Charlestown  to  Long  Wharf  from  Thompson  Island  among 
all  the  different  islands.   Secondly,  I  think  you  should 
improve  the  subway  system  and  make  it  as  sexy  as  the 
Washington,  O.C.  subway  system.   It's  a  marvelous 
place.   People  go  to  it,  it's  a  tourist  attraction.   It 
is  clean,  it  is  modern,  it  is  safe,  it  is  great,  and  you 
could  make  a  fabulous  subway  connection  between  the 
airport  and  downtown,  and  then  that  would  take  care  of 
that. 

Third  of  all,  I  truly  know  you  must  all  know 
that  it  isn't  going  to  solve  Boston's  so-called  traffic 
problems  when  you  arid  this  tunnel.   It  simply  isn't. 
All  you  are  going  to  do  is  to  attract  more  cars  because 
you  have  got  what  everyone  thinks  is  another  access  to 
the  airport,  and  then  they  are  ;ust  going  to  all  get 
choked  up  some  place  else,  which  I  think  soma  of  the 
more  expert  testimonies  have  been  telling  you. 

So  from  the  point  of  view  of  the  local  parson. 


the  person  who  teaches,  who  liven  in  Boston  and  has 
walked  to  work  and  has  no  use  for  a  car,  a  great  many 
people  in  Boston  are  in  the  same  position.   All  you  are 
doinq  is  serving  the  transitory  population.   Vou  should 
keep  them  out  of  the  City,  close  down  the  other  two 
tunnels,  open  up  this  new  one. 

Now,  my  other  testimony  that  I  want  to  give  you 
is  very  briefly  for  the  Central  Artery.   I  wish  that 
you  could  do  that  ovemiqht.   I  truly  do,  but  you  can't, 
and  twelve  years  is  a  very  long  time  in  the  life  of  a 
person.   I  have  been  working-  downtown  where  they  have 
been  building  skyscrapers.   Every  time  we  move  our 
office  there  is  another  skyscraper  going  up  in -that 
corner,  and  it  is  very  unpleasant  and  hard  to  get  any- 
thing done.   The  telephone  systems  have  continuously 
been  destroyed.   My  office  is  on  South  Street  by  the 
skyscraper  at  Dewey  Square.   I  can't  even  imagine  what 
kind  of  havoc  you  are  going  to  have  as  a  result  of  this 
really  Herculean  task,  and  I  urge  you  to  try  to  come 
up  with  some  better  plans  than  you  have  now.   These 
vague  plans  of  nothing  will  be  hurt  and  the  North  End 
will  be  fine,  Quiney  Market  will  bet  fine,  I  just  feel 
that  you  have  got  a  hell  of  a  job  ahead  of  you  and  I 
hate  to  see  you  go  ahead  with  an  environmental  impact 


statement  that  was  rushed  through  and  doesn't  havn   ,i 
lot  of  the  problems  solved  at  all. 

I  think  we  would  all  like  to  see  the  artery 
i  Lsannear  by  maqic  but  you  can '  t  do  that,  and  so  7 
simply  urge  you  to  be  cautious  and  not  do  anything  that 
would  really  hurt  the  neighborhood. 

Thank  you. 

MB.  SHERLOCK:   Thank  you.   It  is  now  six  o'clocr. , 
and  between  six  and  nine  we  have  ^reregistered  speakers . 
I  would  like,,  at  this  moment  to  declare  a  temporary 
recess.  ' 

{Pecess. ) 


Certificate 
Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts 
Middlesex,  ss. 

I,  Cynthia  C.  Henderson,  Registered  Professional 
Reporter/Certified  Shorthand  Reporter  and  Notary  Public 
in  and  for  the  Commonwealth  of  Massachusetts,  do  hereby 
certify  that  the  foregoing  record,  Pages  1  through  39, 
inclusive,  is  a  complete  and  accurate  transcript  of  my 
stenographic  notes  taken  in  the  above-entitled  matter. 


.  RPR/CSR  and  Notary  Public 


THE  FOREGOING  CERTIFICATION  OF 
THIS  TRANSCRIPT  DOES  NOT  APPLY 
TO  ANY  REPRODUCTION  OF  THE  SAME 
BY  ANY  MEANS  UNLESS  UNDER  THE 
DIRECT  CONTROL  AND/OR  DIRECTION 
OF  THE  CERTIFYING  REPORTER. 


175 


VOLUME: 

VI 

PAGES: 

106 

EXHIBITS: 

None 

PUBLIC  HEARING 

TUESDAY,  AUGUST  9,  19  83 

6:30  PM 

FANEUIL  HALL 
BOSTON 


Corridor  Public  Hearing  for  Central  Artery,  Interstate 
Routs  93  and  Third  Harbor  Tunnel,  Interstate  Route  90 
in  Boston,  Massachusetts. 


COMMONWEALTH  OF  MASSACHUSETTS 

DEPARTMENT  OF  PUBLIC  WORKS 

ROBERT  T.  TIERNEY 
COMMISSIONER 


MARTHA  A.  REARDON 
ASSOCIATE  COMMISSIONER 


ELLEN  M.  DiGERONIMO 
ASSOCIATE  COMMISSIONER 


KENNETH  E.  KRUCKEMEYER 
ASSOCIATE  COMMISSIONER 


JANE  F.  GARVEY 
ASSOCIATE  COMMISSIONER 


ROBERT  J.  McDONAGH 
CHIEF  ENGINEER 


ROBERT  H.  UANGE  ASSOCIATES 

CERTIFIED  SHORTHANO  REPORTERS 

50  CONGRESS  STREET 

BOSTON,  MASS.    08109 

TEL    523-1874 


177 


6-2 

PROCEEDINGS 
MR.    KRUCKEMEYER:    It's   6:30.      I    just  wanted   to 
check   and  saa  whathar  anyone  who   is   signed-up  who  has 
not  yat   spoken   is   hare   to   speak. 

Larry  Rucki  was    signed-up    to   speak   at  6:10. 
Sheriff  Dennis   Kearney  was    signed-up   at   6:20,    although 
the  sheet  here  says   he  will  send  in  his   testinony. 
6:30,   Andreas   Sarzana. 

Okay.     We'll  stay  in  recess   then   for  the  raonont 
until    someone  comes   with   a  prepared   speech. 

(At   this    Mac,    a  recess  was   taken.) 
MR.    KRUCKEMEYEtt:     It's    6:43.       I    thought    I 
would  just   check   and   sea  whether   any  people  who  were 
signed-up    to  speak   in   this   hour  are  here   before  we   re- 
open  the  hearing    for   recess. 

People  who  were  signed-up  as    speakers:      at 
6:10,    Larry  Rucki;    6:20.    Sheriff  Dennis   Kearney;    6:30, 
Andreas   Sarzana;    6:40,   Maria   Bova. 

We'll   stay  off  the  record  for  a  aoaent. 
(Discussion   off   the   record.) 

MR.    KRUCEEMEYER:    Mr.   Vlrgillo,   would  you  like 
to  be  heard? 

MR.    VIRGILIO:      Yes. 

MR.    KRUCKEMEYER:    Okay.      Let  do  call    it  back 


6-4 
it's   been  an  eyesore  as    far  as   I'n  concerned;    and  I 'a 
a  property  owner  in  the  North  End.      I've   lived  there 
most  of  my   life. 

I    feel  that   in  theory,   what  was   supposed  to 
be  done  is   a  very  good  idea.     Most  of  the  people  nor* 
or   less  worried  about  property  being  taken;   and  as    long 
as   the  property  is  not  going  to  be   taJcen,    than   I 'a  100 
percent   for  what   is   supposed  to  happen. 

There   is  aore  of  a   traffic  problea  now  with 
the  Artery;    and  during  the  construction,    I   don't  see   too 
much  of  a  problem  as   far  as  basically  what  we  have  there 
now. 

It  kind  of  puts   a  barrier  between  what  we 
have   as   far  as   the  North  End   is   concerned  and  the   rest 
of  Boston,  as   far  as   between   that  segment  of  the  North 
End  and  the  Haysmrkat  Square,   North  Station,   and  just 
kind  of  just  cuts   it  across.      If  we  can  put   it  under 
the   ground,    I    think   it  is  a  batter  idea;   but  as   long  as 
none  of  the  property   is   touched,    that   is  probably  the 
major   issue  in  the  North  End  right  now. 

I've  been  hearing  a   lot  of  pros   and  cons   as 
far  as   the   Artery;   but   froa  what    I've   read,    froa  the 
information    I've   been   given,   no  property  is   supposed   to 
be   touched.      Certain  buainessos   will  be   affected  probably; 
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to   order. 

My  nana    is   Kenneth   Kruckeaeyer,  Associate 
Coaalssioner  of   the  Mass.    DPW   and  chairing   the  meeting 
of   the   Public   Hearing. 

There   are      several   announcements    that    I    think 
should  be   read   into   the   record    for   the  noaent   at    the 
beginning  of   this   segaant. 

We're   calling   on   speakers   who   have   asked   to 
testify   in   the  order   that   they   have   signed-up.      Anyone 
else  who  would   like   to  speak  is   certainly  welcoae   to 
do   so.      They   should   leave   their  naae   at   the   desk  so   that 
we  will   be   able   to   call   on   thea   in   order,      we  welcoae 
any  written   stateaents   or   consents    as   well,    and   they 
can  be   turned   in   either  at   the   sign- in   table   or  sent   by 
August    22   to  Robert  McDona«h,    Chief  Engineer  of   the 
Mass.    DPWt    100   Nashua  Street,    Boston. 

If  anyone  has   any  questions,    there   are   techni- 
cal  staff  to  answer  then.     We  have  maps    to   the  side, 
front,    and  back;    and   if  there   is   any   information    that 
you  people  will   need  to   have   about   the    location   and 
benefits,    that's  also  available  here. 

we  now  have  Virgil  Virgilio.     Would  you  like 
to   give  your   testimony? 

MR.    VIRGILIO:      As    far   as    the   Artery   is   concerned. 
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and  1    think  it   is   a  sacrifice   that   soae  of  the  people 
are   going   to  have   to  make    to  better   the   area,    to   batter 
the  traffic  problea  that   they  have  now.     At   5:00,   6:00, 

they're  cutting  through   certain  streets    to  get   around 
that,    anyway.      They're  coming  down  ona-way  streets. 

They  buap   into  each  other. 

Sot    if  we  can  solve   a  problea  like   that  by 
straightening    something    like    that   out,    I'm   for   it;   but, 
again,   as   long  as   none  of  the  property   is   touched  and 
a   lot   of  the   people  who   have    lived   there   for  many  years 
are  not   bothered,    then   I'm   all   for   it. 

Noise,   construction,    trucks;    that's   all   part 
of  construction,     whether  it's   digging  up   the  streets 
to  put  new  pavement,   sew  sidewalks,   any   lighting,    that's 
all  part  of  construction. 

I   hope    that    it   does    go    through,  and  what   I've 
read  and  what   I've  been  given  information  on   is   kept 
the  way   it's   supposed  to  be.     Then   I    feel   that   it  is 
a   100  percent  very   good   idea,      tt  will  not  only  clean 
up   the   area,    but    it  will   make   it    look   very  nice.      It   can 
only   help   the  North   End   to  keep   the   value  of   the   property 
in   that   area  much   higher,   much  neater,    and  much   less 
noisier  if  everything   is  done   tha  way   it's   supposed  to 
be   done. 
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So,  I  just  want  to  say,  in  essence,  it's  a 
very  good  idea.   I  an  100  percent  behind  j.t;  and  I  hope 
that  it  does  work  out  and  that  the  community  will  open 
up  their  eyes  as  far  as  --  they're  misled  as  far  as 
what  properties  are  going  to  be  touched  and  what  isn't 
going  to  be  touched.   I  hope  most  of  the  people  can 
understand  that  property  will  not  be  touched;  and  I'll 
be  the  first  one  to  cone  back  here  and  say  I  was  wrong 
if  the  property  is  touched.   Believe  me. 

So,  I  just  want  to  say  yes,  I  an  for  it;  and 
as  being  a  resident  down  there  for  many  years,  you  have 
my  support  as  long  as  none  of  the  housing  is  touched 
and  the  elderly  people  are  not  bothered. 

I  guess  as  far  as  noise  is  concerned  and 
traffic,  it's  part  of  the  sacrifice  I  think  wo  should 
make;  and  there  is  nothing  much  more  to  say  other  than 
we  shall  see. 

MR.  KRUCKEMEYER:   Thank  you. 

t  would  like  to  reiterate  that  we  do  have 
information  about  property,  acquisition,  and  all  of 
the  edges  of  the  property  as  it  relates  to  existing 
buildings  and  where  the  new  construction  is  going  to 
take  place  or  is  projected  to  take  place. 

So,  anyone  who  wants  to  know  anything  about 
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My  concern  is  that  20,000  cars  per  day  increase 
will  require  a  change  in  the  roadway  between  Neptune 
Road  and  Bell  Circle.  That's  where  I  live,  and  that's 
where  a  lot  of  people  live.   I  want  to  know  what's  going 
to  happen. 

MR.  KRUCXEMEYER:  There  are  two  ways  of  getting 
answers. 

The  best  way  of  getting  a  detailed  answer  is 
to  speak  directly  with  someone  here.   If  there  is  no 
one  here  that  can  answer  that  very  specific  question  -- 

MR.  FORGIONE:   Could  I  ask  you:   ha*  any  study 
been  made  in  reference  to  what  I  just  said? 

MR.  KRUCKEMEYER:  It's  ray  understanding  that 
detailed  traffic  projections  have  been  made;  and  your 
question,  if  I  understand  it  correctly,  is:   how  is  this, 
the  additional  traffic,  to  be  handled  on  exactly  what 
roadway;  is  that  correct? 

MR.  FORGIONE:   Well.  I'd  like  to  find  out 
how  it's  going  to  affect  where  1  live,  because  is  my 
house  going  to  be  taken  over  by  eminent  donain?  Are 
people  going  to  put  a  road  right  through  my  house?  How 
are  you  going  to  handle  the  traffic? 

MR.  KRUCKEMEYER:  The  plans  on  the  wall  are 
intended  to  show  specifically  where  a  roadway  would  be 
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a  specific  building  can,  by  reference  to  the  maps  that 
are  here,  know  more  details  in  talking  with  the  consul- 
tants that  are  here  as  well. 

MR.  VIRGILIO:   Well,  you  ha,ve  to  show  more 
or  less  what's  showed. 

MR.  KRUCKEMEYER:   Right. 

MR.  VIRGILIO:  Okay. 

MR.  KRUCKEMEYER:   Thank  you  very  much. 

Let  me  go  back  and  call  the  names  of  people 
who  had  signed-up  during  the  6:00  hour  and  see  if  any* 
body  else  has  come  who  has  not  yet  spoken. 

Larry  Rucki.   Sheriff  Dennis  Kearney.   Andreas 
Sanana.   Marie  Bova. 

Martin  Forgione. 

MR.  FORGIONE:   My  name  is  Martin  Forgione. 
I  live  at  106  Frankfurt  Street,  East  Boston. 

MR.  KRUCKEMEYER:   East  Boston?   Could  you 
repeat  that  again. 

MR.  FORGIONE:   My  name  is  Martin  Forgione. 
1  live  at  406  Frankfurt  Street  in  East  Boston.   I  live 
in  the  Neptune  North  section. 

I  just  want  to  ask  a  question,   what  I  want 
to  know  is:   what  happens  to  the  increased  traffic 
after  it  leaves  the  airport  headed  on  north  on  CI? 
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built  and  whether  your  house  would  be  affected  directly 
or  not. 

MR.  FORGIONE:   I  just  took  a  look  at  the  map; 
and  as  far  as  I  can  see  --  I'm  not  a  good  map  reader, 
but  I  don't  see  anything  on  that  map  beyond  •-  well,  it's 
vague  to  me  where  your  study  ends.   I  can't  see  any  that 
makes  it  clear  to  me. 

MR.  KRUCXEMEYER:  Okay.   Can  I  first  refer  you 
to  --  have  you  talked  yet  with  Anthony  Casendino? 

MR.  FORGIONE:   Yes,  I  have. 

MR.  KRUCKEMEYER:  Is  this  off  of  the  maps  that 
we  have  here  in  the  room?   Is  the  location  that  you're 
asking  about  completely  off  of  the  maps  that  are  in 
this  roon? 

MR.  FORGIONE:   Well,  I  looked  at  the  maps 
Tony  showed  me.   I  don't  see  anything  related  to  my  land. 
It  stops  at  a  certain  point,  and  that's  it. 

Now,  if  you  have  SO  percent  increase  in  traffic 
coming  out  of  the  airport,  coning  into  ray  area,  you're 
going  to  have  to  do  something  about  it.   what  you're 
going  to  do  is  what  I  want  to  find  out. 

MR.  KRUCKEMEYER:  It  sounds  to  me  that  if 
it's  not  possible  to  answer  your  question  here  in  the 
room  tonight,  we  will  have  to  do  that  in  responses  to 
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the  lastimony  so  that  the  answer  is  ciaer  and  pert  of 
the  final  •- 

MR.  FORGIONE:   Do  you  see  whet  I'm  getting 
at? 

MR.  KRUCKEMEYER:  I'm  not  sure  that  I   do. 
I  'm  sorry. 

MR.  FORGIONE:   Well,  can  I  go  up  to  the  mep 
and  show  you? 

MR.  KRUCKEMEYER:  Sure. 

MR.  FORGIONE:   See,  the  map  stops  here.   I 
live  here  (indicating). 

MR.  KRUCKEMEYER:  Okay.   Your  location  is  beyond 
the  edge  of  the  map? 

MR.  FORGIONE:   I'm  near  the  first  exit  at 
Neptune.   It  will  not  only  affect  me  if  you  have  a 
20,000  car  per  day  increase  --  it  will  not  only  affect 
me,  but  it  will  affect  that  whole  area. 

How  are  you  going  to  handle  all  that  traffic 
that's  alleviated  from  this  area,  goes  into  this  area, 
and  comes  out  here? 

MR.  KRUCf EMETER-  Are  you  saying  that  traffic, 
by  virtue  of  going  into  the  Third  Harbor  Tunnel  rather 
chan  through  the  two  existing  tunnels,  will  be  in  a 
different  location  as  to  your  house? 


6-12 

to   the  consultants  who  are  here   in   the   room  tonight  or 
to  promise   that  an  answer  will  be   included  as  pare  of 
the  Environmental  Analysis. 

MR.  FORGIONE:  But  you  say  you  have  already 
or  will   have  soma   sort  of  a  study? 

MR      KRUCKEMEYER:   The   study  has  been  done, 
which  will  determine   -- 

MR.    FORGIONE:     Well,   I'm  asking  you  if  the 
study  has   been  done,      what   does   it   tell  me? 

MR.    KRUCKEMEYER:    Okay.      Can  you  hold  on  just 
a  second? 

As   I   understand   it   from  one  of  the  consultants, 
the   information  does  not  exist  in  the   *- 

MR.    FORGIONE:     Then  a  study  has   not  been  made; 
right? 

MR.    KRUCKEMEYER:    I   can't  say  that.     Apparently, 
the  information  doesn't  exist   right  at   the  moment  here 
in  this    room.     • 

MR.    FORGIONE:      Does   it  exist  or  doesn't? 

MR.    KRUCKEMEYER:    I    can't   answer   that   question. 
What   I   can  do  is  promise  you  that   the   answer  •- 

MR.  FORGIONE:  I  think  you  have  answered  my 
question.  There  is  no  study  made.  You've  stopped  at 
that  point,    and  you  haven't   gone  beyond   that;    and   I 
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MR.    FORGIONE:      You're   confusing   me. 
It   can  alleviate    the    traffic    from   the   two 
tunnels.      All    right;    one   tunnel,    and   it's   going    to   come 
to  this    tunnel.     Now,    it's   going   to   increase  here  by 
passing   the    first   section  of  East   Boston;    but   you're 
going   to  have,    as    I    understand   it,    a   20,000   car  per  day 
increase  coming  out  behind   the  park   and   into  CI.      It's 
only   a   two- lane  passage  now.      I   would   assume   that 
you're   going   to  have   to  make   some  changes. 

MR.    KRUCKEMEYER:    If   the   traffic  projections 
and  the   analysis   of   the    lane  widths    in   existence   there 
now   are  not   capable   of  handling   the   traffic,    I   could 
understand  your  problem. 

However,  it's  ray  belief,  in  my  view  of  the 
documents,  that  the  roadway,  CI,  as  it  goes  north  of 
the  airport   -- 

MR.    FORGIONE:      Not   from   the   airport;    in   the 
opposite  direction.      I'm  talking  north  of  CI,    Bell 
Circle. 

MR.    KRUCKEMEYER:    Going  north    from   the   airport? 

MR.    FORGIONE:     Not   from  the  airport  exit. 

MR.    KRUCKEMEYER:    Okay.      I   don't   see   a  way   of 
really  answering   the   question    in   this    large  meeting 
between  us.      The  best   thing    I   can   do    is   either   refer  you 
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would  assume  that   if  you  have  an   increase   in   traffic, 
you're  going   to  have   to  change  that   roadway  somehow. 

MR.    KRUCKEMEYER:    What    t   have    to  soy   is   that 
we  will  promise  to   give  you  an  answer  as  part  of  our 
statement   so  that   it   is  clear  to  you  that  you  will  have 
your  answer. 

MR.    FORGIONE:      I   can't   see   how  you're   going 
through  all    this   problem  and  stop   short   at  CI   without 
making   a   study   of  seeing  how   it  will   affect   it    from  that 
point   to  Bell  Circle,    the   land  on   the  North  Shore.     How 
can  you  just  stop   it  at  that  point? 

MR.    KRUCKEMEYER:    Thank  you. 

Okay.     We  can  take  one  other  person  who  is 
from  the   floor,   Paul  Curtis;    and  then  we  have  signed-up 
speakers   starting  at   7:00. 

Yes. 

MR.  CURTIS:   My  name  is  Paul  Curtis.   I'm  a 
resident  of  13  Owight  Street  in  the  South  End. 

I  would  like  to  address  the  issue  of  traffic 
on  East  Berkeley  Street  now,  not  to  mention  the  projected 
increase  in  traffic  on  that  street  that  will  inevitably 
result  from  the  plans  for  the  Third  ilerbor  Tunnel. 

I  live  there  now.   I'm  an  architect.   I  am 
an  architect  for  numerous  residential  conversions  along 
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that  street  or  in  ths  process. 

As  we  ait  here,  the  responses  of  the  City,  th» 
Redavtloprent  Authority  --  It  nay  not  look  at  It  as  a 
residential  street,  and  those  residents  are  right  on  the 
sidewalk;  bedrooms  and  living  rooms.   Right  now  as  we 
speak,  every  morning  there  are  flows  of  traffic,  heavy 
trucks.   It's  an  extremely  noisy  situation.   I  don't 
know  that  there  is,  as  we  now  speak,  any  alternative 
route  into  downtown  Boston;  but  what  is  happening  there 
is  that  the  residential  nature  of  that  street  has  not 
decreased,  but  it's  increased. 

The  street  is  lined  with  Boston  Redevelopment 
Authority  parcels.   Various  groups  are  putting  requests 
for  use  of  portions  of  these  parcels;  and  their  requests 
are  to  use  then  for  residential  purposes. 

So,  it  is  not  going  to  be  lessened.   It  is 
going  to  be  increased.   It  seems  to  me  that  if  there 
is  any  alternative  to  increasing  traffic  on  that  street, 
it  should  be  ••rioaU.y  looked  at  because  it's  a  narrow 
road.   It  cannot  be  widened  without  demolishing 
buildings  that  are  not  occupied  and  presumably  increasing 
taxes , 

The  ears  and  the  trucks  aren't  going  to  go 
slower,  and  they're  not  going  to  go  more  quieter.   Right 
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But  it's  a  residential  street.  Whether  that 
was  the  intention  of  the  plan  or  not  does  not  natter. 
The  point  is:  as  a  result  of  private  initiative  and 
City  policy  for  the  past  three  years,  that  street  is 
becoming  more  residential,  less  industrial,  and  presum- 
ably will  continue  to  do  so.   To  increase  traffic  is  to 
fly  absolutely  in  the  face  of  that. 

Thank  you, 

MR.  KRUCKEMEYER:  Thank  you,  Mr.  Curtis. 

Clark  Fraxier. 

MR.  FRAZIER:   My  nam©  is  Clark  Fratier.   I 
live  at  33  Dwight  Street  in  the  South  End.   I'm  a  neaber 
of  the  South  End  Committee  on  Transportation  and  should 
note  parenthetically  that  I'm  Chairman  of  the  Boston 
Air  Pollution  Commission. 

Before  I  start  on  tha  South  End  piece,  I  just 
want  to  note  for  the  record  that  there  is  no  necessity 
for  replacing  spaces  displayed  by  the  depression  of  the 
Central  Artery  in  downtown.   In  any  case,  the  replace- 
ment of  those  spaces  will  be  regulated  by  agencies 
such  as  the  Air  Pollution  Control  Commission;  and  if 
there  is  a  replacement  of  spaces  for  the  Artery  because 
there  will  be  parking  limited  when  the  construction  goes 
on,  absolute  priority  should  be  given  to  the  business 
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now,  it's  the  main  access  into  the  Back  Bay  just  from 
the  expressway  alone  in  that  area.   To  increase  it  is 
just  going  to  increase  the  real  noise  and  pollution 
problem  there,  and  that  problem  exists  certainly  all 
up  until  close  to  rush  hour. 

Obviously,  it's  not  an  out-street.   You  know, 
about  5:00.  our  problems  finish  and  other  problems 
begin;  but  if  there  are  alternatives  to  increasing  the 
traffic,  it  should  seriously  be  looked  into,  and  I 
believe  there  are  alternatives  to  put  the  traffic  more 
into  an  area  that  is  occupied  essentially  by  markets, 
industrial  buildings,  and  buildings  that  don't  have 
windows  within  five  feet  of  the  traffic. 

I  mean,  there  are  no  buffer  :ones  even  dis- 
cussed on  that  street.   That's  where  people  are  sleeping 
and  living,  and  we  are  sponsoring  rehabilitation 
business.   We  are  sponsoring  the  creation  of  new 
buildings  in  those  lots  right  now.   The  lots  are  verv 
small.   I  an  sure  anybody  building  there  is  going  to 
have  to  build  right  up  to  the  lot  line.  There  is  no 
way  to  put  any  kind  of  buffers  that  exist  in  Castle 
Square  because  there  are  a  certain  number  of  gardens. 
I  don't  know  how  much  good  that  does  that.   t  believ- 
they're  here  this  evening  to  discuss  it. 
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use  and  resident  use  for  the  North  End. 

It  should  not  be  long-term  parking  for 
commuters  being  replaced.   If  anything,  the  amount  of 
parking  for  the  commuters  should  be  reduced  as  the 
capacity  of  the  road  svstem  is  reduced. 

Now,  the  South  End.   I  think  it's  fair  to  say 
that  the  people  in  the  South  End  are  generally  supportive 
of  the  depression  of  Central  Artery  and  are  willing  to 
listen  to  a  Third  Harbor  Tunnel,  given  that  there  be 
nore  evidence  coning  in.   However,  we  cannot  support 
either  of  these  projects  unless  the  ramps  are  moved  from 
Berkeley  Street  to  Herald  Street. 

The  existing  levels  of  traffic  coming  in  on 
East  Berkeley  Street  and  trying  to  go  outbound  on  Herald 
Street,  but  not  being  able  to  do  so  and  therefore  using 
interior  streets  in  the  South  End,  such  as  Dartmouth, 
Clarendon,  wait ham,  etc.,  has  created  a  situation  where 
any  road  in  the  highway  system  passing,  whether  it  be 
rebuilding  the  Southeast  Expressway, depresming  the  Artery, 
resurfing  the  Artery,  building  the  tunnel  --  doing 
anything  is  going  to  cause  more  traffic  in  the  South 
End  simply  because  of  the  development  of  the  Back  Bay, 
if  nothing  else.   Therefore,  we  must  have  a  project  to 
move  the  ramps  to  Herald  Street. 
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That   is   a  major  problem.      The  City  has   hid 
a    Long-standing   project   on   its   books   to  amies   a   two-way 
extension  of  Herald  Street   as    far  as   Berkeley   and 
possibly  Clarendon   Street;    and   it   should  be  noted   that 
the   raaps ,    for  any   relative   improvement/changes ,    should 
be   designated   accordingly. 

There   are   sou*   secondary  problem.      The  Mass. 
Avenue    Interchange   is    three   lanes   southbound,   which 
would  create  a  bottleneck;    and   there   are   also    lit  ft  -handed 
access   raaps.      That   roadway  configuration   forces    traffic 
into   the   South  End   following   the  Albany  Street   route. 

I    think   that   sort  of  summarizes  what   the 
major  problems   are.      I   have   some  photographs.      I'm  not 
quite   sure   how   to   get   those   into   the   record. 

I   think  what   I'll  do  is:      I   have   the  photo- 
graphs  numbered;    and   I   will   make   a   statement   about   each 
numbered  photograph   and  put   that    in   the   record,    if 
that's   okay. 

MR.    KRUCKEMEYER:      You'll   be   submitting   the 
photographs   as  part  of  your  testimony? 

MR.    FRAZIER:     Yes*      It  will  take  me  a  minute. 

I'll   let  you  look  at  the  photographs,      I'm 
also   submitting    in   the   record  an  article    I   wrote,    a 
piece   of   the   South  End  News;      and  a   letter   about 
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for  widening. 

It's  important  to  note  that  this  piece  of 
Herald  Street  between  Harrison  Avenue  and  Albany  Street, 
and  taking  part  of  the  Herald  and  whatever  they  call 
themselves,  the  Herald  parking  lot  should  bo  included 
within  the  Central  Artery  and  Third  Harbor  Tunnel  pro- 
ject because  this  area  will  have  te  be  disrupted  by 
construction. 

Photograph  No.  S  is  Herald  Street  and  Albany 
Street  with  bus  turning,  and  it  shows  hov  constricted 
that  intersection  is.  Note  that  there  is  a  large,  clear 
area  to  the  right  of  the  intersection  to  bo  used  for 
expansion  of  the  road  surface  under  the  expressway  with- 
out moving  the  buildings. 

Photograph  No.  6  is  Albany  Street  and  Herald 
Street,  and  it  shows  the  difficult  turn  onto  Albany 
Street. 

It  also  should  be  noted  that  the  expressway 
system  opposite  th9  South  End  is  really  very  ugly  and 
that  any  efforts  that  can  be  mado  to  reconstruct,  change, 
widen,  narrow,  reconfigure  would  take  into  account  the 
fact  that  the  existing  structure  is  really  ugly  and  has 
a  very  depressing  effect  in  the  area. 

Photograph  No.  a  is  East  Berkeley  Street  -- 
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Metropolitan  District  Commissioner  William  T.  Geary  asking 
that  the  project  for  upgrading  Herald  Street  be  started. 

Let  me  comment  on  the  photographs  by  numbers, 
and  I  will  give  you  the  photographs  or  a  copy  of  the 
photographs  which  are  numbered. 

The  first  photograph  is  of  Foley  --  I  call 
it  "The  West  Canton  Street  Well."   It  shows  the  relation- 
ship of  the  South  End  to  the  developing  Back  Bay. 
Unfortunately,  traffic  trying  to  get  to  the  Back  Bay 
and  the  expresswey  between  the  Back  Bay  and  the  express- 
way system  is  trying  to  use  South  End  streets. 

The  second  photograph  is  taken  of  East  Berkeley 
Street  at  station  4,  and  It  shows  that  even  off-peak 
traffic  clogs  the  intersection  of  East  Berkeley  Street 
and  Tremont  Street. 

Photograph  No.  3  is  Dartmouth  Street;  and 
that  shows  clearly  that  it  is  a  narrow  residential  street 
which  is  clearly  inadequate  to  handle  traffic  flows 
from  a  project  such  as  Copley  Place  and  other  develop- 
ments. 

Photograph  No.  4  is  a  photograph  of  Herald 
Street  and  Albany  Street  taken  from  Harrison  Avenue. 
It  shows  the  open  area  to  the  right  of  Herald  Street 
that  can  be  used  between  Harrison  and  Albany  available 


6-21 

I'm  sorry. 

Photograph  No.  7  is  Albany  Street  from  Herald. 
It  shows  a  difficult  access  to  the  southbound  expressway 
on -ramp. 

One  of  the  problems  that  we  currently  have 
is  the  southbound  Berkeley  Sereet  on- ramp  is  actually 
intended  to  be  served  by  Herald  Street  since  Berkeley 
Street  is  not  and  will  never  be  two-way,  and  it's  such 
a  difficult  access  that  the  traffic  goes  through  the 
South  End. 

Photograph  No.  8  is  East  Berkeley  Street 
southbound  on-ramp.  This  ramp  is  one  block  too  far 
south.  Traffic  sneaks  through  the  South  End,  goes  under 
the  ramp  pictured  using  the  loop  south  of  East  Berkeley 
Street,  and  avoids  the  traffic  lights  on  Herald  Street, 
which  are  fivee  and  one  on  Albany  Street. 

Photograph  No.  9,  Southeast  Expressway;  bridge 
over  East  Berkeley  Sereet.  The  existing  bridge  there 
has  only  three  traffic  lanes  southbound,  no  shoulder. 

Photograph  No,  10,  southbound  East  Berkeley 
Street  off -ramp.  This  ramp  duplicates  the  ramp  one  block 
north  of  the  next  to  Herald  and  Albany. 

Photograph  No.  11,  southbound  East  3srkeley 
Street  off-ramp.  Note  poor  geometry  and  vehicle  conflicts 
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shown  in  photograph. 

Photograph  Mo.  12,  northbound  East  Berkeley 
Street  on- ramp.   This  nop  duplicates  a  rasrp  one  block 
north. 

Photograph  No.  13,  Fort  Point  Channel.   I  took 
this  for  the  record  to  show  the  area  that  will  be  filled 
in  by  this  project.  Access  troa  the  South  End  on  the 
Fort  Point  Channel  was  blocked  in  19S1  by  the  construc- 
tion of  the  expressway. 

Photograph  No.  14  Is  a  picture  of  the  left- 
handed  Mass.  Ave.  northbound  on-ramp.  This  reap  is 
dangerous  and  will  be  a  serious  hazard  for  trucks  trying 
to  go  from  Lancaster  Boulevard  into  the  seaport  access 
road  in  the  Harbor  Tunnel. 

That  snds  my  testimony.   Following  will  be 
a  number  of  South  End  neighborhood  groups. 

t  ask  that  the  neighborhood  groups  themselves 
scheduled  not  take  the  full  ten  minutes.   There  are 
other  South  End  residents  who  would  like  to  testify 
within  this  hour.   I  would  appreciate  it  if  we  could 
have  them  and  try  to  stay  within  the  hour  and  in  as  a 
group. 

Thank  you. 

MR.  KRUCKE?IEYER:  Thank  you,  Mr.  Fraxier. 
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access  route  to  the  Back  Bay  from  the  Southeast  Expressway, 
The  access  ramps  to  the  Southeast  Expressway  should  be 
restructured  accordingly. 

"2,  Access  to  the  Southeast  Expressway  at 
Berkeley  Street  should  be  eliminated  to  make  it  impossible 
to  enter  the  Southeast  Expressway  by  driving  through 
the  South  End. 

"3.  The  Massachusetts  Avenue  interchange 
should  be  restructured  to  provide  four  lanes  of  south- 
bound traffic  and  adequate  truck  access  between  Roxbury 
and  South  Boston. 

"The  South  End  Historical  Society  believes 
that  these  three  changes  in  the  traffic  patterns  are 
essential  to  prevent  the  proposed  Third  Harbor  Tunnel 
from  inadvertently  congesting  the  South  End  with 
commuter  traffic  and  illegal  parking." 

MR.  KRUCKEHEYER:  Ken  Gritter  will  be  the  next 
speaker. 

MRS.  GRITTER:   As  you  can  see,  I  am  not  Ken 
Gritter.   I'm  actually  Carolyn  Gritter.   I  live  at 
52  Chandler  Street  in  the  South  End.   I'm  the  chairman 
of  the  Ellis  Neighborhood  Association,  Inc.;  and  I 
would  be  speaking  instead  of  Ken  Gritter,  who  is 
chairman  of  our  Planning  Development  Committee. 
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The  next  person  who  I  have  signed-up  is  Mr. 
Robert  Darkness,  South  End  Historical  Society. 

MR.  MARXNESS:   I  live  at  131  Appleton  Street 
in  the  South  End. 

I'm  here  tonight  as  a  director  of  the  South 
End  Historical  Society,  and  I  don't  intend  to  take  the 
full  ten  minutes.   I  would  Just  like  to  read  a  one-page 
letter  which  was  sent  today  under  the  signature  of 
President  Susan  Park  to  James  A.  Walsh  and  Robert 
McDonagh. 
"Gentlemen: 

"The  South  End  Historical  Society  fully 
supports  the  proposed  depression  of  the  Central  Artery. 

"The  South  End  Historical  Society  tentatively 
supports  the  proposed  Third  Harbor  Tunnel  Plan  3a, 
provided  that  the  following  additional  changes  are  nade 
in  the  street  and  traffic  patterns  to  preserve  the 
residential  nature  of  the  South  End,  which  is  the  largest 
extent  Victorian  residential  neighborhood  in  the 
United  States:" 

These  changes  are:   "1.   Herald  Street  should 
be  the  only  traffic  route  between  the  Back  Bay  and  the 
Third  Harbor  Tunnel  and  the  Southeast  Expressway  and 
it  should  replace  East  Berkeley  Street  as  the  chief 
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In  the  interest  of  time,  I  will  just  read  a 
portion  of  our  statement  since  it  really  echoes  what 
Mr.  Frazier  has  already  said.   The  fact  is  that  the 
issue  of  the  East  Berkeley  Street  ramps  impacts  our 
neighborhood,  particularly  since  Berkeley  street  runs 
right  through  the  Ellis  neighborhood.   So  we  would  be 
vitally  interested  in  seeing  a  reduction  in  traffic  on 
that  street. 

We  are  more  particularly  concerned  that  both 
the  draft  EIS/EIR  and  the  Supplement  fail  to  include 
existing  and  future  traffic  volumes  on  local  South  End 
streets  in  the  analyses  of  the  impacts  of  the  various 
tunnel  alignments  and  the  Central  Artery  depression. 

Specifically,  the  Cobble  Place  Environmental 
Impact  Statement  and  now  traffic  studies  for  the  St. 
James  project;  a  proposed  1,100  space  to  1,300  space 
garage  on  the  Ten  City  side  and  the  traffic  ramifications 
from  the  new  Back  Bay  station  when  it  comes  ought  to 
be  considered  in  aggregate  as  contributing  to  traffic 
in  our  neighborhood. 

So  that,  from  our  point  of  view,  it's  impor- 
tant that  a  build  alternative,  including  reconstruction 
of  the  Central  Artery,  would  be  contingent  upon  elimi- 
nating the  north  and  south  on-  and  off-ramps  from  the 
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Southeast  Expressway  at  East  Berkeley  Street,  replacing 
then  with  southbound  ramps  at  Herald  Street,  and  con- 
structing a  widened  two-way  Herald  Street  with  a  north- 
bound Back  Bay  connection  to  serve  Berkeley,  Clarendon 
and  Dartmouth  Streets.   An  upgraded  two-way  Herald 
Street  above  the  railroad  to  Berkeley  Street  would 
mitigate  the  impacts  of  a  decision  to  go  forward  with 
a  third  tunnel  and  depress  the  Central  Artery. 

A  plan  to  improve  the  level  of  traffic  service 
to  the  city  should  not,  as  a  consequence,  create  an 
increased  flow  of  vehicles  on  local  South  End  streets. 
We,  therefore,  urge  that  the  aforementioned  rasp  re- 
arrangement and  Herald  Street  improvements  be  incorpo- 
rated into  the  planning  for  a  third  tunnel  and  a  depressed 
Central  Artery. 

I'm  speaking  for  the  Board  of  the  Ellis 
Neighborhood  Association.   Thank  you. 

MR.  KRUCKMEYER:   thank  you,  Mrs.  Gritter. 

The  next  person  who  is  signed-up  is  Paul 
Buddenhagen,  Union  Park  Association. 

MR,  BUDDENHAGEN:   My  nam*  is  Paul  Buddenhagen 
from  the  Union  Park  Association. 

Basically,,  I  do  not  have  a  prepared  statement 
but  would  simply  like  to  reiterate  some  of  the  concerns 
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the  Central  Artery  and  the  creation  of  a  Third  Harbor 
Tunnel,  with  the  condition  that  the  East  Berkeley  Street 
ramp  be  redesigned  and  relocated  to  Herald  Street. 

As  a  life-long  resident  of  Bradford  Street 
and  very  involved  in  the  many  issues  facing  the  Bradford- 
Shawmut  Neighborhood,  which  is  bordered  by  Washington 
Street,  East  Berkeley,  Tremont  Street,  and  Union  Park, 
issues  and  concerns  which  are  shared  by  many  of  the  South 
End  neighborhoods.  The  Bradford-Shawmut  Neighborhood, 
along  with  abutting  residential  communities,  have  been 
the  recipients  of  urban  renewal  planning  and  funding. 
As  a  result,  the  City  has  invested  millions  of  dollars 
for  the  planning  and  implementation  of  capital  improve- 
ments to  turn  a  decaying  and  blighted  area  into  one  that 
the  City  can  be  proud  of  and  that  we,  the  residents, 
have  chosen  for  our  homes. 

We  want  to  bring  to  your  attention  the 
fragility  of  our  urban  residential  neighborhoods  that 
have  been  undergoing  change  for  the  past  few  decades. 
With  the  more  recent  development  projects  and  interest 
in  downtown  and  the  BacJc  Bay,  as  well  as  development 
within  our  own  neighborhoods,  South  End  communities  are 
constantly  experiencing  the  pressures  and  consequences 
of  development  activity, 
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that  have  been  expressed;  in  particular,  one,  the  large 
volume  of  traffic  on  Berkeley  Street  and  also  the  large 
volume  of  traffic  on  Dartmouth  Street  and  Union  Park 
Street,  West  Oedham  Street  and  Clarendon  Street. 

Basically,  we,  as  an  association,  would  sup- 
port proposed  plans  to  depress  the  Central  Artery  and 
to  build  a  Third  Harbor  Tunnel  provided  that  it  in  no 
way  works  to  increase  the  volume  of  traffic  on  East 
Berkeley  Street  and  on  the  side  streets  in  the  South  End. 

It's  our  view  that  shifting  traffic  from  East 
Berkeley  Street  to  Herald  Street  would  significantly 
alleviate  problems  in  that  regard.   Therefore,  we  would 
favor  that  specific  proposal  in  terns  of  the  Third 
Harbor  Tunnel  and  the  residences. 

Other  than  --no  more  comments. 

MR.  KRUCKEMEYER:  Thank  you. 

Lydia  Walshin,  H  Street  Association. 

FROM  THE  FLOOR:   They're  not  here. 

MR.  KRUCtEMEYER:  They're  not  here.   Okay. 

Linda  UlchaJc,  Bradford  Shawmut  Association. 

MS.  UlCHAK:  My  name  is  Linda  Ulchak,  and  I'm 
here  as  a  resident  and  president  of  the  Bradford 
Shawmut  Association. 

We  support  the  depression  and  axpansion  of 
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Our  residential  side  streets  have  served  as 

short-cuts  to  commuters  cutting  across  town.  Washington 

Street,  Waltham  Street,  and  East  Berkeley  in  our  Immediate 

neighborhood  have  served  as  main  thoroughfares  through  our 

neighborhoods  for  commuting  traffic  entering  and  exiting 

the  City.   We  have  worked  with  the  City  to  change  traffic 

patterns,  including  changing  street  directions  for  vehicular 

I 
use  and  altering  timing  mechanisms  in  traffic  lights,  to 

discourage  use  of  our  neighborhood  streets  for  commuter 

traffic.   These  changes  have  been  made,  often  at  great 

Inconvenience  to  our  own  residents,  but  always  with  the 

purpose  and  goal  of  discouraging  the  use  of  our  streets 

as  short-cuts  and  main  thoroughfares  for  commuting 
traffic. 

Recently,  we've  seen  the  proliferation  of 
parking  lot  proposals  for  various  parcels  of  land  within 

our  communities.  Our  residential  connmities  have 
opposed  these  proposals  as  uses  that  are  inappropriate, 
not  part  of  the  urban  renewal  plans  and  commitment  for 
the  revitalisation  of  the  South  End,  not  the  highest 
and  best  use  of  the  land,  and  not  at  all  sensitive  to 
urban  residential  neighborhoods. 

The  ramp  at  East  Berkeley  Street  with  the 
increased  taffic  from  the  expanded  Central  Artery  and 
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Che  Third  Harbor  funnel  will  seriously  add  co  on  already 
Intolerable  situation  and  will  adversely  impact  the  quality 
of  life  of  many  city  neighborhoods.  The  redesign  and 
relocation  of  the  East  Berkeley  Street  ranp  to  Herald 
Street  for  the  protection  and  preservation  of  South  End 
neighborhoods  must  now  be  addressed. 

Thank  you  for  your  concern  and  we  look  forward 
to  working  with  you  in  the  weeks  and  months  ahead. 

MR.  KRUCKEMEYER:  Thank  you,  Ms.  Ulchaic. 

That  concludes  the  people  who  have  signed-up 
prior  to  the  hearingi  and  we  have  a  list  of  people  who 
are  here  to  speak  from  the  South  End,  if  you  would  like 
to  continue. 

I'd  like  to  first  call  Susan  Straight. 

MS.  STRAIGHT:   My  name  is  Susan  Straight,  and 
I  live  at  31  Milford  Street  in  the  H  Street  neighborhood 
of  the  South  End. 

Ten  years  ago,  people  living  in  the  South  End 
worked  together  to  design  an  overall  traffic  plan  for 
the  area.   Out  of  it  caae  the  new  Trenont  Street  and 
Columbus  Avenue  reconstruction,  which  is  in  process; 
many  one-way  street  changes;  and  a  general  scheme  to 
keep  the  South  End  a  residential  neighborhood  rather  than 


a  commuter  link  between  the  Back  Bay  and  the  Southeast 
Expressway. 

The  South  End  today  has  not  changed  its  view 
of  keeping  the  neighborhood  intact.   In  fact,  it  is 
all  the  more  imperative  due  to  the  growth  of  business 
in  the  Back  Bay/Copley  Square  area. 

An  integral  part  of  the  original  South  End 
transportation  plan  was  the  construction  of  a  new  two-way 
Herald  Street  which  would  focus  traffic  on  the  periferry 
of  the  South  End  and  de-emphasize  Berkeley  Street,  thus 
alleviating  the  problem  of  commuter  traffic  on  residential 
streets.   It's  important  that  any  Central  Artery/Third 
Harbor  Tunnel  project  connect  to  this  new  road  and 
support  rather  than  hamper  the  overall  South  End  plans. 

What  is  available  with  the  project  is  the 
opportunity  to  solve  many  long-standing  transportation 
problems,  and  it  would  be  foolish  to  lose  the  opportunity 
by  not  coordinating  the  effort  with  existing  plans. 

The  effects  of  this  project  will  be  felt  for 
many  decades,  and  it's  important  to  make  sure  that  a 
depressed  Central  Artery/Third  Harbor  Tunnel  project 
works  for  the  people  who  live  in  Boston  as  well  as 
those  who  drive  through  Boston. 

The  South  End  will  oppose  any  plans  for  the 


Artery  and  the  tunnel  if  those  plans  cannot  be  altered 
to  interface  with  the  overall  South  Fnd  transportation 
plan  and  to  help  solve  the  problems  rather  than  to 
create  new  ones. 

MR.  KRUCKEMEYER:  Thank  you,  Ms.  Straight. 

The  next  person  to  speak  is  Anna  Taft. 

MS.  TAFT:   My  name  is  Anna  Taft.   I'm  a  resi- 
dent of  Dwight  Street,  29  Dwight  Street  in  the  South  End. 
My  house  is  bordered  upon  Berkeley  Street. 

I  am  a  member  of  the  H   Street  Neighborhood 
Association;  and  also,  I've  been  very  involved  in  the 
Berkeley  Street  garden  on  Berkeley  Street  between 
Shawmut  and  Tremont . 

I  just  want  to  express  that  I  agree  with  the 
other  speakers,  and  I'm  concerned  about  the  level  of 
traffic  presently  on  Berkeley  Street;  and  we  wish  that 
egress  frost  the  tunnel  would  not  --  could  be  placed  in 
a  way  that  the  traffic  would  not  be  increased  and  hope* 
fully  decrease  in  our  area. 

Many  of  the  gardeners  across  Berkeley  Street 
•-  the  Castle  Square  area  is  very  severely  affected  by 
traffic  as  well  as  our  side  of  Dwight  Street. 

Thank  you. 

MR.  KRUCKEMEYER:  Thank  you,  Ms.  Taft. 
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The  next  person  to  speak  is  Louis  Peltier. 
MR.  PELTIER:   I  am  a  resident  of  the  H  Street 
Neighborhood  Association.   My  address  is  37  Dwight  Street j 
and  I'm  on  the  odd  side  of  Dwight  Street,  which  means 
my  house,  as  I  look  out  the  window  in  the  back,  faces 
East  Berkeley  Street  where  everybody  is  talking  about. 
Now,  if  you  were  home  having  breakfast  with 
me  tomorrow  and  looked  out  the  window  at  about  3:00,  you 
would  notice  that  there  is  a  congestion  of  traffic  on 
Dwight  Street  as  people  come  off  the  expressway  coming 
into  Boston  from  work;  and  I  can  attest,  as  a  resident, 
that  when  the  heavy  concrete  trucks  pass  by  my  window, 
I  don't  only  see  them,  but  I  feel  them. 

I  think  that  if  the  traffic  on  Dwight  Street 
were  to  increase  by  any  significant  amount,  the  road, 
as  it  stands,  wouldn't  adequately  handle  the  traffic 
and  my  breakfast  wouldn't  be  as  digestable  as  it  has 
been  over  the  years. 

Also,  I'd  like  to  focus  in  on  the  fact  that 
plans  for  the  Orange  Line  coming  down  are  about  37  -- 
they're  talking  about  37;  and  they  talk  about  possibly 
an  LRV  or  increased  bus  traffic  on  Washington  Street; 
and  I  believe  that  if  you  did  a  traffic  count,  as  1 
expect  that  you  probably  will  or  have  done,  that  with 
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any   incrsut   in   traffic  on  Washington   Street,    that   the 
comer  of  Eut   Berkeley,  and  Washington  Street  will  bt 
a  potentially  hazardous  area  as  the   two  roads  which 
are  perpendicular  cobs   together.      I   would  anticipate 
increased    traffic  with   the   increased   traffic   frost   the 
bus   line  or  LRV. 

I'd  also  like  you  to  consider  the   fact  that 
in   that   immediate  neighborhood,   because   there    is    a  good 
deal   of   traffic  on  East   Berkeley   Street  and  because 
the  S   Square  projects   back   right   up   to  East  Berkeley 
Street   for  that,  one  block,   that  than  could  very  well  b« 
potentially   environmental  problems  with  this   increased 
traffic. 

I'd  like  you  to  consider  the   fact   that  we've 
already  received  cosments    frosi  various   horticulture 
societies   that   are    telling  us   we   can't   eat   the  plants 
in  our  victory   garden  because  of   the   traffic   going   up 
East   Berkeley  Street,   and  the   increased  traffic  would 
be   additionally   environmentally   impacted. 

I've  given  up  ay  victory  garden.      I  plan  to 
plant   in  ny  back  yard.     So,    in  addition  to  the  victory 
garden,    the  plants   in  my  back  yard  will  be   impacted. 

*    really   don't   think   that  we   should  have    any 
increased  traffic   there,    and    I   would   like   to   go  on 
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record   in   that    regard. 

Now,   Mr.    Walter   from  the  H  Street  Neighborhood 
Association   is  not  here,   one  of   the  planned  speakers 
this   evening,    as   you  probably   noticed.      I'm   a  dues-paying 
member;    and   I   can   say    for   the    record   that    the  H   Street 
Association,    along  with  most  of   the    testimony   that  was 
given   this   evening,    that  we   are  opposed  to   increased 
traffic  on  Berkeley  Street   as   a   result  of   that. 

Thank  you. 

MR.  KRUCKEMEYER:  Thank  you. 

Marsha  Myers. 

MS.  MYERS:   My  name  is  Marsha  Myers,  and  I'm 

executive  Oirector  of  the  Boston  Landmarks  Commission. 

I  would  like  to  read  a  letter  addressed  to 
the  Department  of  Public  works. 
"Dear  Commissioner  Tierney: 

"Thank  you  for  the  opportunity  to  comment  on 
the  draft  Environmental  Impact  Statement  on  the  Central 
Artery/Third  Harbor  Tunnel  project. 

"The  Boston  Landmarks  Commission  is  sympathetic 
to  the  goals  of  this  project  and  commends  the  Secretary 
of  Transportation  and  the  project  team  for  exploring 
alternatives  which  would  attempt  to  minimise  disruption 
of  the  Central  Business  District  and  residential 
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neighborhoods  while  upgrading  the  regional  transportation 
system. 

'The  Landmarks  Commission,  as  the  City  of 
Boston's  agency  concerned  with  the  preservation  and 
enhancement  of  the  city's  historic  resources,  has  re- 
viewed  the  draft  EIS,  including  the  supplemental  report 
dated  June,  1983,  in  order  to  assess  the  potential  im- 
pacts of  the  historic  resources  of  the  City. 

"The  overriding  concern  which  has  emerged 
from  this  review  pertains  to  the  potentially  devastating 
impact  or"  the  'build'  alternatives  for  the  Fort  Point 
Channel. 

"The  channel  is  the  lajt  reman*  of  the 
water  body  that  defined  the  old  Shawsmt  Peninuaula. 
with  the  gradual  filling  in  of  the  South  Say,  a  process 
which  would  continue  under  this  project,  the  channel 
becomes  even  more  important  as  a  vestige  of  that  feature. 
The  channel,  its  bridges  and  the  older  commercial 
buildings  flanking  the  channel  have  been  identified  ss 
a  district  potentially  eligible  for  listing  in  the 
National  Register  of  Historic  Places.   While  the  channel 
has,  for  many  years,  been  neglected,  it  nonetheless 
represents  an  important  visual  and  recreational  resource 
for  the  City,  as  well  as  a  link  with  its  past. 
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"In  general,  the  Boston  Landmarks  Commission 
opposes  the  use  of  the  channel  for  roadway  purposes  • 
whether  for  the  Third  Harbor  Crossing,  the  Central  Artery 
or  for  Dorchester  Avenue.  The  Commission's  specific 
concerns  regarding  the  channel  are  as  follows  (in  rough 
order  of  priority): 

"1,   Reduction  in  the  absolute  and  visual 
dimensions  of  the  channel  by  construction  which  narrows, 
shortens  or  spans  it.   (Narrowing  and  spanning  activities 
being  more  objectionable  than  shortening  its  length.) 

"-.   Intrusion  of  street  level  traffic  between 
the  channel  and  the  headland. 

"3.  Reconstruction  of  historic  bridges  re- 
sulting in  loss  of  original  fabric  as  well  as  disruption 
of  symmetry  in  design  when  constructed. 

"Removal,  replacement,  or  visually  obscuring 
the  historic  bulkhead. 

"Removal  of  the  Old  Colony  Bridge. 

"Taking  of  buildings  in  the  South  Boston 
Industrial  area  and  to  vent  buildings  near  the  existing 
Northern  Avenue  Bridge. 

"Of  the  'build'  alternatives  currently  under 
consideration.  Alternative  5a  is  the  least  disruptive 
with  respect  to  the  Fort  Point  Channel.   Alternatives 
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3,  3a,  and  S  art  the  most  ob ] actionable. 

"Tha  Commission  la  disturbed  to  see  the  re- 
introduction  of  a  new  Dorchester  Avenue  connection  in 
Alternative  5a  modified.   It  seems  particularly  unfor- 
tunate that,  if  this  connection  is  important,  it  must  be 
reestablished  outside  of  the  old  alignment  and  the  old 
bulkhead. 

"The  Boston  Landmarks  Commission  has  no  objection 
per  se  to  the  concept  of  a  third  harbor  crossing,  seaport 
access  road  or  depression  of  the  Central  Artery.  There 
ars  many  and  varied  benefits  to  be  accrued  by  these 
projects.   However,  the  Commission  must  state  its  opposi- 
tion to  the  aspects  of  these  projects  which  would 
adversely  affect  the  Fort  Point  Channel  and  other  historic 
resources,  unless  these  negative  impacts  can  be  reduced 
or  mitigated.   The  Commission  would  like  to  see  the 
following: 

"1.   Adoption  by  the  Mass.  DP*  and  Federal 
Highway  of  design  solutions  which  would  minimize  the 
narrowing  or  shortening  of  the  channel.  Such  solutions 
would  include  use  of  part  or  all  of  tha  old  Dorchester 
Avenue  alignment  or  Atlantic  Avenue  for  northbound 
artery  traffic. 

"2.      Elimination  of  ramps  crossing  the  channel. 
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"3.   Elimination  of  a  new  Dorchester  Avenue 
connection. 

"4.   Public  access ,  appropriate  landscaping, 
and  provision  of  water-related  activities  along  the  chan- 
nel edge. 

"S.   Mitigation  of  the  negative  impacts  by 
positive  actions  aimed  at  improving  the  environment  of 
the  channel.   Such  measures  might  include  facilities  to 
Improve  water  quality  in  the  channel  and  redesign  of 
the  Northern  Avenue  Bridge  to  allow  full  access  by 
pleasure  crafts  and  working  boats. 

"6.   A  process  for  continued  review  of  more 
detailed  plans  for  the  treatment  of  the  channel,  its 
bridges  and  bulkhead. 

"With  respect  to  impacts  on  resources  other 
than  the  Fort  Point  Channel,  the  Commission  would  like 
to  see"  --  these  pertain  to  Alternatives  3a,  Sa,  and 
6. 

"1,   A  process  for  anticipating  and  monitoring 
construction  impacts  on  historic  resources  adjacent 
to  the  Central  Artery,  and  a  plan  for  shoring  and 
stabilizing  such  properties  in  the  -vent  of  anticipated 
or  unanticipated  damage. 

"2.   A  process  for  continued  review  of  the 
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location  and  design  of  vsnt  buildings,  new  highway  ramps 
and  new  surface  streets  adjacent  to  historic  properties 
and  other  development  on  parcels  to  be  created.  This 
can  be  handled  through  the  Advisory  Council  procedures 
established  pursuant  to  Section  106  of  the  Historic 
Preservation  Act  of  1966. 

"We  look  forward  to  continued  discussions  with 
the  Executive  Office  of  Transportation  concerning  this 
project  and  measures  to  reduce  its  negative  impacts  on 
the  city's  historic  resources. 

"Marsha  Myers." 

I  must  also  add  that  while  this  is  somewhat 
beyond  the  pervlew  of  the  Landmarks  Commission  to  comment 
on,  we  nonetheless  are  sympathetic  to  the  concerns 
expressed  by  the  South  End  residents  affecting  the 
South  End,  which  is  a  district  listed  in  the  National 
Register  of  Historic  Places;  and  therefore,  I  would  like 
to  support  personally  the  Herald  Street  improvements. 

MR.  KRUCJ^MEYER:  Thank  you. 

We'd  like  to  call  a  two-minute  recess. 

(At  this  time,  a  recess  was  taken.) 

MR.  TIERNEY:   I'd  like  to  reconvene  the 
hearing. 

My  name  is  Robert  Tierney.   I'm  the  Commissioner 
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of  the  Massachusetts  Department  of  Public  Works,  and 
we  will  resume  where  Associate  Commissioner  Kruckemeyer 

left  off. 

We  have  a  person  who  signed-up  at  7:40,  Lydia 
Walshin;  and  if  she  is  here,  she  can  speak.   If  she  is 
not  here,  we  will  go  to  the  -- 

MR.  STERZI:   I  represent  Lydia  Walshin. 

MR.  TIERNEY:   What? 

MR.  STERZI:   I'm  the  replacement  for  Lydia 
walshin. 

Hello.   My  nut  is  Dennis  Sterzi,  past  president 
of  the  Association,  which  is  formed  by  Tremont  Street, 
Shawmut  Avenue,  and  Berkeley  Street  and  Waltham  Street. 

MR.  TIERNEY:   It  would  help  me,  I  think,  if 
you  had  the  microphone  closer  to  your  mouth.   Move  the 
mike  closer. 

Okay. 

MR.  STERII:   I  would  like  to  go  on  record  as 
opposed  to  the  Berkeley  on-  and  off-ramps  and  would 
prefer  the  Herald  Street  exits.   This  would  reduce  the 
amount  of  traffic  that  is  already  very  heavy  in  the 
neighborhood. 

I  cross  Berkeley  Street  every  day  to  take  my 
children  to  day  care,  and  it's  quite  difficult  with  two 
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children  crossing  traffic  on  Berkeley  Street. 

I  think  the  proposal  of  removing  the  traffic 
via  Herald  Street  is  .i  viable  alternative  because  there 
is  no  neighborhood  as  such  on  Herald  Street. 

MR.  TIERNEY:   Put  the  mike  up.   It  will  halp 
me. 

Okay.   The  acoustics  are  lousy.   Forgive  ma, 
but  thoy  are. 

MR.  STEM  I:   That's  it. 

MR.  TIERNEY:   Thank  you.   What's  your  nui 
again? 

MR.  STERZI:   Dennis  Starzi. 

MR.  TIERNEY:   Our  next  speaker  who  was  pro- 
registered  was  Alfred  Penta. 

Our  next  speaker  who  is  registered  this 
evening  is  Fernando  Requena. 

MR.  REQUENA:   My  nana  is  Fernando  Requena. 
I  am  the  president  of  the  Worcester  Square  Area  Associa- 
tion in  the  South  End. 

I  have  fouT  specific  points  I  want  to  address 
in  regards  to  tha  project  that  w»  are  commenting  on 
tonight.   The  first  ona  was  talked  about  at  length  by 
a  previous  speaker,  and  it's  with  reference  to  tha 
access  to  the  Fort  Point  Channel. 


as  being  a  very  difficult  thing  to  live  with  and  that 
the  South  End  has  had  its  share  of  noise  and  we  would 
like  it  to  be  less  rather  than  more. 

Evan  though  this  seems  to  ba  a  fringe  impact, 
it's  a  secondary  impact  that  you  should  not  ba  neglecting; 
and  if  the  airport's  going  to  bs  expanded  as  a  consequence 
of  the  Third  Harbor  Tunnel,  I  believe  that  the  modus 
operandi   of  tha  airport  should  be  studied  in  soma 
other  ways  that  take-off  should  ba  carried  out. 

Tha  third  point  I  want  to  address  is  tha  access 
on  exits  to  the  Central  Artery  from  Massachusetts  Avonua. 
As  the  Central  Artery  will  become  a  mors  enticing  way 
of  getting  north,  mora  traffic  will  ba  coming  through 
Massachusetts  Avenue. 

Massachusatts  Avenue  is  on  tha  edg«  of  my 
neighborhood  association,  and  it  has  been  historically 
a  residential  street.  At  the  present  time,  however,  it 
is  completely  clogged  up  with  traffic  at  rush  hour  in 
both  directions;  but  this  is  not  going  to  produce  a 
grsater  amount  of  traffic  yet. 

I  would  hope  that  soma  thought  should  be 
given  to  re-routing  heavy  traffic  through  Melrose  and 
eventually  to  Route  9  and  Huntington  Avenue  rather  than 
continuing  to  Massachusetts  Avenue. 
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At  the  present  tine,  I  don't  think  any  of 
the  alternatives  proposes  enough  access  to  Fort  Point 
Channel  for  the  recreational  activities,  which  has 
great  potential.   There  have  been  already  several  points 
that  have  been  proposed  for  the  redevelopment  of  the 
channel  for  the  use  of  the  citizens  of  Boston  and, 
obviously,  of  the  South  End. 

I  believe  that  this  should  be  carefully 
studied  so  that  the  access  to  the  Fort  Point  Channel 
for  recreational  activities  remains  at  least  as  much 
as  it  is  now  and,  if  possible,  enhanced  by  the  project. 
I  would  utterly  give  my  support  to  the  proposals  of  the 
Landmarks  Commission  in  this  regard. 

The  second  point  that  I  want  to  address  is 
that  noise  impact.   It  has  been  advocated  in  the  impact 
statement  that  the  noise  impact  would  be  minimal  for 
construction  activities  and  other  activities  after  the 
construction  completion*   However,  I  believe  that  the 
airport  expansion,  which  is  an  obvious  -•  it's  going  to 
be  an  obvious  off-shoot  of  the  Third  Harbor  Tunnel  -- 
it's  going  to  eventually  produce  grsater  aircraft  traffic 
and,  consequently,  a  greater  amount  of  noise  in  our 
neighborhoods. 

I  believe  the  Massport  should  consider  this 
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I  believe  that  Justin  Park  should  be  rebuilt 
so  that  no  through  traffic  is  encouraged;  and  I  think 
this  should  be,  hopefully,  studied  in  detail  whan  the 
final  construction  comas  about. 

The  fourth  point  that  I  want  to  make  is  in 
regards  to  the  East  Berkeley  Street  access.   I  will 
support  my  fellow  South  Enders  in  their  concerns,  and 
I  will  advise  that  the  ramps  be  redesigned  to  go  to 
Herald  Street. 

with  this,  I'm  going  to  finish  my  testimony. 

MR.  TIERNEY:   Thank  you,  Mr.  Raquena. 

Our  next  speaker  listed  on  the  pre- registration 
schedule  is  Alfred  Penta. 

Mr.  Joseph  Flaherty.  Mr.  Flaherty? 

MR.  FLAHERTY:   Joseph  T.  Flaherty' representing 
the  Charlestovn  Board  of  Trade  and  the  Charlestown 
Community  CDC,  Community  Development  Corporation. 

We'd  just  like  to  go  on  record  that  we  are 
totally  in  favor  of  the  depression  of  the  expressway 
and  of  the  Third  Harbor  Tunnel. 

Thank  you. 

MR.  TIERNEY:   Thank  you. 

Bernice  Mader. 

MS.  MADER:   Yes.   Goad  evening,  Mr.  Commissioner. 
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MR.  TIERNEY:   Good  evening. 

MS.  MADER:   Yes.   *ty  nui  is  Bsniica  Mader. 
I'm  from  108  Connell  Street  In  Quincy. 

Tonight,  I  would  like  to  say  at  the  outset 
chat  I  am  not  speaking  for  the  usual  group  for  which  I 
ordinarily  speak,  and  that's  the  Community  Advisory 
Committee  to  Massport  representing  28  communities  that 
are  involved  in  airport  issues. 

I  am  speaking  as  a  private  citizen  at  this 
time  interested  in  airport  and  surrounding  issue  develop- 
ments.  I'm  not  speaking  for  those  individuals.   I'd 
like  to  make  that  clear. 

I  am  sitting  here  this  evening  because  I  want 
to  say  that  I  am  in  favor  of  depressing  the  Central 
Artery  and  of  building  a  tunnel  which  would  go  from 
the  Mass.  Pike  area  to  the  Bird  Island  Flats. 

I  think  that  for  several  reasons.   Certainly, 
I  understand  the  consternation  of  people  in  East  Boston 
and  the  North  End  over  what  has  happened  to  them  in 
the  past;  and  I  certainly,  of  all  people,  understand 
what  they  don't  want  about  growth  relating  to  Logan 
Airport,  and  I  certainly  have  been  one  of  the  most 
foremost  people  opposing  the  harmful  growth  at  the  air- 
port. 
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However,  anyone  who  says  that  they  don't  want 
Logan  Airport  to  grow  is  foolish.   It  will  grow  no 
matter  what  we  do  unless,  of  course,  there  is  a  giant 
depression  of  some  kind  in  which  people  don't  use  the 
airport  at  all.   Therefore,  we  will  get  the  growth  no 
matter  what. 

As  long  as  your  regulation  incurs,  as  long  as 
the  federal  gevernment  continues  to  expunge  from  its 
myths,  such  as  people  at  the  EPA  who  were  any  advocates 
to  be  had  of  environmental  concerns  around  airport 
growths,  the  airports  win  grow. 

Federal  regulations  encourage  it  to  grow 
rather  than  discourage  It.   There  is  no  way  one  can 
limit  the  amount  of  planes  coming  and  going  from  an  air- 
port.  They  are  totally  free  to  do  so,  as  many  as  they 
want  to,  at  will.   No  airline  may  be  reduced  a  slot 
to  fly  out  of  that  airport  if  it  wants  to. 

Therefore,  creating  a  tunnel  is  not  going  to 
encourage  or  discourage  growth  objectively,  in  my  opinion. 
However,  what  it  will  do,  I  hope,  is  accommodate  what 
will  potentially  be  spill-over  traffic  in  the  future. 

I  feel  badly  that  the  people  of  East  Boston 
now  are  having  to  live  with  the  nightmare  of  traffic 
on  the  streets.   I  believe  that  since  the  airport  wil.l 


6-48 

grow  no  matter  what,  that  the  tunnel  ought  to  be  built 
as  a  way  to  accommodate  that  spill-over,  that  web  of 
traffic  that  would  bleed  off  into  the  neighborhood  roads 
because  it  cannot  be  accommodated  on  the  present  existing 
roads. 

I  don't  think  it  will  encourage  airport  growth. 
I  think  that  will  happen  on  its  own;  and  that  will  be 
dependent  upon  the  economy  and  the  number  of  flights 
and  the  price  of  tickets,  not  how  easily  it  is  to  get 
there  because  people  will  get  there.   If  you  want  to  go 
to   Aruba,  you  go  to   Aruba.   You  find  a  way. 

Also,  it  seems  that  sometimes  people  in  distress 
will  sometimes  prefer  a  problem  that's  familiar  to  a 
solution  that  isn't.   I  think  we  have  to  look  a  little 
more  forward  for  my  friends  on  the  committee  from  the 
North  End  and  from  East  Boston  as  well. 

I  think  they  were  dealt  a  dirty  hand  when  the 
Massport  first  expanded.   I  think  that  they  did  experience 
a  serious  and  harmful  device  necessary  of  their  neighbor- 
hoods based  on  both  political  and  construction  lines. 

I  think  that  rather  than  be  a  destructive 
thing,  if  they  us*  the  same  regional  approach  to  this 
problem  that  we  do  in  the  CAC,  that  instead,  this  project 
could  be  a  nlus  for  them  rather  than  a  minus;  that  they 


can  revitalise  their  neighborhoods  as  they  revitalize 
them. 

I  think  there's  a  chance  here,  where  the  North 
End  and  East  Boston  were  humpty-dumpty,  cracked  to  bits 
because  of  the  early  paramount  expansion  which  considered 
nobody  and  considered  only  the  dollar  and  the  bulldozer  •• 
I  think  this  gives  an  opportunity  for  those  neighborhoods 
-•  and  I'm  using  the  term  in  the  best  sense  of  the  word 
--  it  gives  those  neighborhoods  a  chance  to  swipe  a 
deal  with  both  the  DPW  and  the  Department  of  Transpor- 
tation to  put  back  some  of  the  pieces  of  humpty-dumpty 
that  were  ruined  the  first  time  around  to  make  some 
improvements  into  their  neighborhood,  to  refurbish  some 
of  the  areas  that  were  destroyed,  to  rejoin  some  of  the 
neighborhoods.   I  think  it's  an  opportunity  for  a  posi- 
tive thing  to  happen  rather  than  for  further  negatives 
if  the  people  from  East  Boston  and  the  North  End  approach 
it  in  the  right  manner. 

I'm  also  happy  to  have  read  that  there  will 
be  no  houses  taken.   So,  there  will  not  be  any  dis- 
settlement  of  people  in  residential  areas. 

I  think  that  it  can  be  worked  out.  It  can  be 
worked  out  on  a  regional  approach.  Unfortunately,  these 
people  are  located  in  access  to  an  area  where  a  region 
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uses  it;  and  I  think  it  sort  of  takes  a  regional  approach 
to  solve  It,  even  though  they  are  the  ones  directly 
affected  by  it. 

There  is  something  I  had  to  work  over  once, 
which  was:   the  more  you  sweat  in  peace,  the  least  you 
believe  in  war;  and  I'd  rather  see  a  whole  group  of  us 
sweat-out  rather  than  go  to  war,  and  I  think  it  can  be 
sweat-out,  if  I  can  use  the  term.   I  think  it  can  be 
compromised. 

Something  came  up  in  April.   I  happened  to 
attend  a  function  of  the  Young  Democratic  Committee  down 
on  the  South  Shore.   They  represent  candidates,  presi- 
dential candidates  who  are  running  for  the  democratic 
party. 

Unencouraged  by  me,  although  I  am  involved 
with  transportation  issues,  two  of  the  staff  people,  the 
major  staff  aides  for  two  of  the  candidates,  the 
senator  from  Cranston  and  Senator  Ho  11  ins,  came  early; 
those  two  aides. 

I  had  an  opportunity  just  to  talk  with  these 
people  before  the  evening  started.  They  had  no  reason 
to  bring  it  up  except  to  bring  it  up  in  passing  conver- 
sation, and  it  struck  me  at  the  time:   both  of  them 
didn't  know  my  connection  to  transportation,  but  both 
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of  being  a  very  upsetting  situation  for  all  the  people 
on  the  South  Shore.   True,  it  needs  to  be  done  far  both 
cosmetic  and  safety  purposes;  but  it  holds  out  hope  to 
those  people  that  what  they  will  endure  in  the  next  three 
years  will  be  worthwhile  because  there  will  be  something 
better  at  the  end  of  the  tunnel :  sort  of  speak.   There 
will  be  something  that  is  an  improvement  in  the  situation 
when  it's  done, 

If  we  just  repair  over  the  expressway  leaving 
it  the  same  size  without  making  any  accommodations  to 
it  further  down  on  the  line,  we  have  not  really  improved 
the  transit  system;  and  we  have  a  situation  whore  people 
will  say,  Well,  you  want  to  make  people  get  on  to  public 
transit,  which  is  true;  but  if  I  aa  a  person  who  worked 
in  Donley  Square  and  I  took  classes  at  Tufts  at  night 
or  something  in  Medford,  I'm  not  going  to  take  the  T. 
I'm  going  to  take  my  car  so  I  can  go  to  Medford  after 
work  and  get  home  by  9-50  or  10:00.   For  someone  like  me, 
I  want  my  car;  and  for  other  people  who  have  other 
various  things  to  do  after  work,  their  car  is  necessary. 

Now,  the  point  is:   I'm  also  upset  with  the 
City  of  Boston,  I'll  mention  at  this  time,  for  selling 
all  its  parking  lot  parcels. 

I  understand  that  coming  to  work  to  Boston  and 
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of  them  said  in  one  way  or  another,  How  in  the  hell  does 
anyone  gat  around  on  the  roads  here  at  all? 

The  person  from  Cranston  said,  "I've  never 
seen  such  awful  roads  in  my  life.   I've  never  seen  such 
holes  in  the  road.   I  can't  believe  how  the  traffic  can 
get  through  anywhere.   I've  never  seen  any  place  like 
this." 

I  didn't  encourage  this,  what  the  person  said. 
So,  if  that's  the  first  kind  of  observations  that  out- 
of°towners  make,  I  think  it's  something  we  have  to 
consider. 

I  think  we  also  have  to  consider  the  fact  that 
the  Centrel  Artery  will  probably  --  I  can't  say  how  soon 
because  I'm  not  an  expert  --  will  probably  not  be  safe 
unless  we  fix  it.   I  don't  think  we  want  another 
Connecticut. 

I  think  an  aerial  structure  is  more  prone  to 
have  wear  on  it  also  from  the  salt  air  as  well  as  from 
the  salt  being  put  on  the  road,  and  I  think  it's  more 
apt  to  deteriorate  as  a  structure  than  something  that 
would  be  done  down  in  subterranean  level. 

It  also,  to  me,  makes  the  potential  of  what 
is  going  to  be  done  to  the  Southeast  Expressway  more 
bearable.   That  whole  project  has  a  potential,  again, 
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parking  there  is  a  privilege  for  those  of  us  who  live 
in  suburbian  --  close  suburbia,  as  I  do.  However,  I 
don't  want  to  pay  3. 95  for  half  an  hour  in  parking. 
I  want  to  see  accommodations  made  downtown  for  parking 
for  places  like  Lafayette  Place  and  Copley  Place. 

It's  nice  to  have  jobs  and  places  to  work, 
but  w»  want  spaces  too,  and  I  think  that's  something  we 
have  to  accommodate;  and  I  will  finish  very  shortly. 

Anyway,  I  think  we  have  to  give  people  some 
reason  to  hope.  The  situation,  I  think  it  can  be  worked 
out.   I  think  that  something  better  can  come  out  of 
this  by  a  live,  creative  imagination;  that  it  does  not 
have  to  be  taken  as  the  negative  thing  that  it  is.   It 
can  be  used  to  remedy  the  bad  things  that  have  been  done 
to  those  neighborhoods  rather  than  destroy  them  further. 

Thank  you. 

MR.   TIERNEY:      Thank  you. 

Is   Patrick  Pigliuca  here?       He   is  scheduled  to 
speak. 

Peter  Csrna4a? 

MR.    CERNADA:      Thank  you,   Mr.    Chairman.      My  name- 
is   Peter  G.    Cernnda.      I'm  a  member  of   the  Coalition 
against   the   Third  Harbor  Tunnel.       I'm  a  member  and 
vice  chairperson,    of  the  Massachusetts  Coalition  of 
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Citizens  with  Disabilities. 

MR.  TIER.NEY:   Can  you  cum  the  mike  up  a  little? 

That's  it.   That's  fin*.   I  think  that  will 
help. 

MR.  CERNAOA:   Is  that  better? 

MR.  TIERNEY:   Yes.   Great. 

MR.  CERNADA:   I  want  to  thank  you,  Mr.  Chairman. 
for  the  opportunity  of  appearing  here. 

I  certainly  an  very  much  dismayed  that  it 
was  not  held  in  an  accessible  spot.   I  certainly  foal 
the  need.   I  feel  sorry  that  other  people  could  not  be 
hare  and  could  not  testify  because  of  this  condition; 
and  I  certainly  hope  that,  in  the  future,  possibly  be- 
cause of  ay  coming  here,  somebody  else  might  benefit. 

I  certainly  an  very  disappointed,  and  there 
is  not  too  much  at  this  stage  that  I  can  do  about  it; 
but  1st  me  go  back  to  my  original  objections  to  the 
Third  Harbor  Tunnel. 

I  go  back  to  '79  or  '78  at  the  Democratic 
Policy  Committee.   When  the  previous  administration  was 
coning  in  and  I  appeared  at  a  transportation  matting  -- 
so,  I'm  not  new  to  this  situation  --  I  objected  at  that 
time  to  the  proposal  and  talked  to  the  present  deputy 
secretary  of  transportation. 
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places  have  plenty  of  area  to  build  fields. 

Now,  I  think  what  wa  are  doing  is  paying  too 
much  attention  to  what  Massport  wants.   We  have  to  give 
some  consideration  to  the  neighborhoods.  East  Boston 
will  be  extinct  if  any  of  these  tunnels  are  allowed  to 
be  built. 

I  think  you  are  well  aware,  Commissioner,  that 
there  is  presently  a  bridge  that  has  been  inoperable 
since  November  23,  1982;  and  I  think  you  were  around 
back  in  1975,  on  June  6,  when  that  same  bridge  became 
inoperable  and  was  down  for  two  and-a-half  years. 

While  that  happened,  I  had  to  stay  on  a 
street  that  was  so  unindated  with  traffic,  that  I  was 
throwing-up  every  half  hour.  This  is  an  occurrence, 
again,  that  should  not  happen;  and  these  are  airport- 
related  vehicle  traffic  that  are  penetrating  the  area 
which  wt  presently,  through  your  help,  have  had  a  little 
success  in  re-routing  some  of  thea. 

But  I  don't  think  -•  when  I  can  sit  outside 
on  a  sunny  day  and  see  960  vehicles  go  by  in  one  hour 
on  a  residential  street,  this  is  highway  traffic.  We 
should  not  have  to  bear  this  kind  of  a  burden. 

I  would  hope  that  some  thought  would  be  given 
to  have  Massport,   or  the  legislation.  I  think  where 
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I  asked  if  the  third  tunnel  would  not  come 
out  on  any  East  Boston  property.   Ha  said,  "I  will  have 
to  know  the  complete  picture";  but  I  can  say  that  the 
deputy  secretary  of  transportation  has  bean  consistent, 
because  this  was  his  original  plan  and  he  stuck  with  it. 
and  I'm  consistent  that  I  still  disagree  with  it. 

I  find  that  living  in  East  Boston  is  not  like 
living  in  Quincy.   It's  a  very  nice  thing  to  say  that 
this  is  going  to  be  an  amenity.   It  is  not. 

In  listening  to  the  director  of  Massport,  who, 
in  a  statement  said  he  observed  -•  or  his  statement  was 
that  in  20  years,  there  would  be  a  40  percent  increase 
in  the  traffic  at  the  airport. 

Now,  using  that  as  a  basis,  I  don't  feel  too 
happy  about  that  because  if  you  put  four  tunnels  across 
there,  it's  not  going  to  be  sufficient.   What  we  need 
is  probably  some  thought  given  --  and  I  see  nothing  in 
the  alternative  proposals  --  that  there  be  auxiliary 
airports. 

I  can  go  down  and  go  all  the  way  along  to  the 
southeast,  New  Bedford,  coming  further  this  way  to 
Plymouth,  coming  up  further,  Norwood;  I  can  go  up  the 
other  direction,  the  northeast,  where  you  have  Lowell, 
Lawrence;  coming  back,  you  have  Peabody.   All  these 


the  legislatives  are  so  much  now  in  favor  of  this  --  and 
I  must  admit  both  of  my  senators,  mv  representative  and 
my  sheriff,  are  now  sponsoring  this  same  plan. 

Incidentally,  the  senator  lives  up  in  Waldorf 
Avenue,  which  is  closa  to  Revere.   He  probably  sees  2S 
cars  go  by  in  an  hour  and  gets  panicky,  but  I  sea  900- 
something,  and  using  the  estimate  of  Mr.  David  that  the 
increase  will  be  40  percent  in  20  years  will  mean  I'll 
get  300-some  odd  more  or  400  more  an  hour. 

But  if  that  is  the  pattern,  this  is  intolerable. 
I  don't  think  that  we  should  be  subjected  to  this.   I 
will  hope  that  this  committee,  this  commission  in  its 
wisdom,  would  really  debate  a  proposal  for  the  Third 
Harbor  Tunnel  to  the  waste  basket.   It  serves  no  useful 
purpose  as  far  as  the  residents  of  East  Boston  are  con- 
cerned. 

The  deputy  commissioner ,  secretary  of 
transportation,  also  admitted  under  questioning  at  a 
Chamber  of  Commerce  meeting  that  there  would  be  no  way 
of  controlling  the  traffic  that  would  come  through  this 
Third  Harbor  Tunnel  to  come  back  into  the  area.   So, 
at  a  time  when  they  can't  go  through  that  other  way, 
they  can  turn  around,  go  into  the  airport,  and  again, 
infiltrate  the  streets  of  East  3oston. 
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I   was  quits  sad  about   it    last   Sunday.      I   cue 
back    froe  Plymouth.      t    cane   from  Plymouth   to  almost   South 
Boston   in    loss    than   32  minutes.      It   took  na  another 
hour  to   gat   to  East  Boston   from  South  Boston,   now,    the 
biggest   reason  baing  because   everybody  was   heading 
through   the   tunnel;    and   if  there  was   an  extra   tunnel, 
they'd  still    find  ways    to  use  it. 

Where    I    got  on  was   the   outside   line,    the   left 
lane   going  north.      I   couldn't   get  off,    and   I   had  to 
go;    and   t    finally   got   to   the  Mystic  Bridge,    and   there 
was  no  traffic.     So,    there   isn't  a  need. 

People  have    forces  of  habit;    and  they  automati- 
cally assume   that    if   they  want   to   go  to   Logan  or   if 
i«     I  they  want   to  go  north,    they  have   to  go  through  the 

13  tunnel.      That   is   not   so. 

u  I    think   if  you  continue   informational   seminars 

I?  or  whatever,    instructing   or   advising  Has  sport    to   tell 

is  these  carriers,   and  tell   them  with  some  authority,    that 

>9  if  we  want  to  stay   in  East  Boston,  we  have  to  treat 

30    J:  East  Boston   like  they've   treated  us. 

21  1   must  say  that   I   supported  the  presene 

22  director;    and   I   would  hope   that  he  would  be   amenable 

23  !  to  having  soae   survey,   some  alternative  proposal   to   take 

24  |  and   set-up   some   auxiliary   airports   where    they  need   them. 
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where   unemployment    Is   prevailing. 

You    go    down    to   New    Bedford,    Fall    River.    Lawrence, 
Lowell;    there   is   high   unemployment.      Even  coming    in 
further.      Why  can   they  not   have   an   auxiliary   airport 
there?      The    last   thing   I    heard  why  was   because   some   of 
the  carriers   do  not  care   for   it. 

Well,    there   comes   a   time  when  we   have    to  say 
either  the   carriers   or   the  people  i   and   these   people 
were   there   long  before    the   carriers. 

Thank   you,    Mr.    Chairman. 

MR.    TIERNEY:      Thank  you,   Mr.    Cemada. 

Our  next  pre-registered  speaker,    if  he    is 
here,    is   Patrick  Plgliuca. 

Our  next  pre-registered  speaker   is  Janet 
Gilardi. 

Our  next   speaker  who   registered   today   is   Tom 
Butler.      Is   he   here?      Tom  Butler? 

MR.    BUTLER:      Yes.      Mr.    Commissioner,    for   the 
record,   my  name   is   Tom  Butler;    and   I    aa  the  president 
of  the  South  Boston  Citizens'   Association.      I    appear 
here   today,    as   we   have,    representing   the   association; 
and  people  of  South  Boston   have   come   to   several   meetings 
concerning   this   project. 

It's   the    feeling  of   the   group   that  we  were 
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going  to  --  initially,  we  were  going  to  oppose  the 
Third  Harbor  Tunnel;  but  at  thia  point,  because  we 
still  have  not  received  enough  valid  information  and 
have  not  been  informed  of  the  plan  that  is  going  to  be 
used  by  the  State  and  that  we  have  nothing  to  sink  our 
teeth  into  to  oppose  it,  we'd  like  to  report  at  this 
tiae  that  we  reserve  our  right  of  judgment  on  the  plan 
until  the  plan  is  known  in  its  entirety  *ith  regards  to 
the  South  Boston  Community  and  a  final  agreement  has  been 
reached  and  satisfied  the  South  Boston  Community  with 
regard  to  the  air  vents  and  the  toll  plaza.   Then  we 
would  like  to  reserve  that  right  to  make  that  judgment. 

The  community  feels  that  they're  still  in  the 
dark  with  regards  to  many  proposals  that  are  going  to 
affect  the  South  Boston  community  with  regards  to  traffic 
and  other  specifics  that  are  going  to  occur  from  the 
building  of  the  tunnel. 

It's  also  one  of  the  more  important  things  that 
was  discussed  at  the  beginning  of  the  meeting  in  South 
Boston,  that  there  would  be  no  guarantees  for  jobs  for 
members  of  the  community  for  the  impacted  area. 

It's  for  these  reasons  of  the  plan  that  we 
reserve  right  of  judgment  at  this  point. 

Thank  you. 
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MR.  TIERNEY:  Patrick  Plgliuca?  Janet  Gilardi? 
Both  registered  earlier. 

Tony  Mastandrea?   Is  he  here?  We're  running 
out  of  speakers. 

Ken  Campbell? 

MR  CAMPBELL:  Good  evening,  Mr.  Coamiss loner. 
You  are  a  very  patient  man  to  withstand  all  this  lengthy 
hearing. 

MR.  TIERNEY:   I  think  if  you  raise  the  mike  up, 
it  would  help  the  stenographer. 

MR.  CAMPBELL:   Is  that  better? 

MR.  TIERNEY:   Yes. 

MR.    CAMPBELL:      Yes.      I'm  Kenneth  Campbell,    a 
resident  of  Dartmouth   Street   in   the   South  End,    a   IS-year 
resident  of  Boston;   and  I 'a  studying   this   problem  as 
a   resident  and  aa   a  Globe   reporter  as   an  MBTA  public 
information  officer. 

I   think  the  Central  Artery  depression  is  a 
plan  of  vision,   a  plan   that  will  help   restore   to  the 
scale  we  need;   but    I'm  not  quite   ready   to   support    it 
yet  because   we   look   at   the   impact  on   the  South  End   as 
a  very  serious   iapact   on   that  community. 

In  the  impact  statements,  the  South  End  inter- 
sections  are   linked  with  South  Boston;    and  while  we're 
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linked  with  South  Boston,  our  now  city  district,  there 
are  different  issues  for  the  tvo  communities;  and  they 
are  obscured,  by  the  fact  of  having  the  Albany  Street 
intersection,  the  East  Berkeley  Street,  the  Herald 
Street  intersections  put  in  as  South  Boston  intersections. 
They  really  are  South  End,  and  they  have  direct  impact 
on  the  South  End  because  the  traffic  that  goes  off  those 
streets  goes  through  the  heart  of  the  South  End. 

The  South  End  has  been  the  subject  of  tremen- 
dous public  and  private  investment  over  the  past  15  years. 
There  is  private  investment  that  has  included  all  elements 
of  the  society,  rich  and  poor,  black  and  white.   I  think 
it  would  be  very  bad  public  policy  to  forego  those 
investments  and  to  make,  virtually,  a  mini-highway 
through  the  heart  of  the  residential  community. 

About  ten  years  ago*  I  realized  that,  after 
looking  over  some  notes,  it  was  then  that  we  proposed 
to  the  ELS  that  a  new  street  be  created  parallel  to 
Herald  Street  or  widening  of  Herald  Street  over  what  is 
now  the  railroad  property  owned  by  the  State. 

Son*  of  the  work  on  the  southwest  corner  already 
has  the  supporting  posts  installed  in  the  railroad, by  the 
way,  which  would  permit  a  deck  to  be  placed  there  aid 
which  would  permit  traffic  to  run  on  that  street. 
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get  off  at  the  Back  Bay.   That's  the  Massachusetts  Turn- 
pike. 

I  suggest  that  in  this  massive  look  we  are 
making  here,  that  we  add  one  other  element,  which  is  for 
the  State  to  consider  buying  from  the  Mass.  Turnpike 
Authority  the  end  of  the  turnpike  as  far  as  essentially 
the  Hancock  Tower  area  so  that  the  connections  could  be 
made  from  the  South  Shore  and  from  the  North  Shore  and 
could  bring  in  via  the  turnpike  with  exits  ••  develop 
someplace  in  that  area  to  go  right  in  the  Back  Bay. 
Getting  back  on  is  a  more  difficult  problem;  but  if  you 
can  solve  this,  you  can  solve  a  lot  of  other  things. 

The  one  other  element  which  is  not  directly 
a  part  of  this  is  the  traffic  pattern  for  Dartmouth. 
I  realize  this  is  beyond  your  scope.   I'd  like  to  raise 
it,  which  is  that  I'd  like  to  have  the  traffic  pattern 
that  is  looked  at  in  this  EIR/EIS.  to  consider  the  Im- 
pacts of  extending  Dartmouth  Street  northbound  routing, 
which  now  goes  from  Stewart  to  Beacon,  and  to  have  it 
extended  from  Columbus  Avenue  to  Beacon  passed  Copley 
Place  northbound  only  with,  perhaps,  a  southbound  dead- 
end access  to  a  proposed  new  parking  garage  which  I 
hope  would  be  in  the  400-  to  SOO-car  vicinity  for  Copley 
Place's  new  lead  tenant,  IBM.   That's  assuming  that  that 
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If  that  Herald  Street  expansion  or  extension 
can  then  be  extended  to  connect  up  to  the  Back  Bay  in 
the  vicinity  of  Columbus  Avenue  and  Clarendon,  which 
is  difficult  --  I  think  it's  impossible  --  it  would  be 
the  good  new  traffic  pattern  to  bring  people  into  the 
Back  Bay. 

I  might  add  that  the  Back  Bay  is,  of  course, 
undergoing  radical  change  with  Copley  Place.   I  under- 
stand a  now  Prudential  Tower  is  on  the  drawing  board  of 
a  Cambridge  architectural  firm,  a  90-story  tower.   So 
that  there  are  other  things  that  are  going  on  in  the  Back 
Bay.   There  will  be  more  traffic  coming  that  way. 

The  traffic  coning  off  the  Central  Artery 
from  the  South  Shore  now  gets  off  at  the  Frontage  Road 
and  comes  up  East  Berkeley  Street,  and  the  traffic  going 
south  of  the  Back  Bay  either  cuts  through  Dartmouth 
Street  over  Clarendon  Street  or  goes  all  the  way  over 
to  Arlington  and  Herald  Street. 

The  plan  that  the  South  End  has  proposed  would 
direct  that  traffic  to  the  Arlington  Street/Herald 
Street  area,  which  would  be  around  the  neighborhood, 
rather  than  right  through  the  heart  of  it. 

Another  point  to  look  at  is  that  we  have  a 
superb  road  that  goes  to  the  Back  3ay  which  you  can't 
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part  of  the  garage  is  environmentally  feasible,  which 
is  now  under  wraps. 

Thank  you,  Mr.  Commissioner.   I  appreciate 
your  attention. 

MR.  TIERNEY:   Thank  you,  Mr.  Campbell. 

I  have  before  me  two  lists:   one  of  people 
who  have  pre-registered,  one  of  people  who  have  registered 
recently  within  the  past  couple  of  hours. 

I  will  call  people  who  were  on  the  pre- 
registered  list  in  this  time  slot  to  see  if  any  o:  them 
are  available  to  speak. 

PatrickPigLiuca?  Janet  Gilardi?   Gerald 
Pallotta? 

MR.  PALLOTTA:   I'm  sorry.   What's  your  name? 
I  never  heard  your  name. 

MR.  TIERNEY:   My  name  is  Robert  Tierney.   I'm 
the  Commissioner  of  the  Massachusetts  Department  of 
Public  works. 

MR.  PALLOTTA:   I'm  Gerry  Pallotta.   I  liv- 
on  Fulton  Street  in  the  North  End.   Where  I  live  is  one 
block  from  the  end  of  the  tunnel.   I  also  live  one 
block  from  the  existing  elevated  structure. 

I  want  to  sav  that  I'm  100  percent  in  favor 
of  the  depression  of  the  Artery  as  well  as  that  I  think 
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it's  very  important  that  wo  also  havt  the  Third  Harbor 
Tunnel. 

I'a  a  salesman  that  lives  in  the  North  End, 
and  I  spend  a  majority  of  my  time  in  my  car;  and  on 
any  given  day,  I  say  go  back  and  forth  between  East 
Boston  and  the  North  End  or  the  Mass.  Pike,  etc.  --  I 
say  go  in,  you  know,  three  tiats  a  day;  and  if  anyona 
knows  what  a  mass  it  is  to  go  froa  aither  wast  or  south 
and  have  to  go  to  East  Boston  ••  I  think  that  just  s imply 
redecking  the  existing  structure  would  ba  a  major  mis- 
take, and  I  want  to  go  on  record  of  saying  I'a  in  favor 
of  the  whole  project. 

So,  I  want  to  point  out  that  t  do  live  in  the 
North  End;  and  I  live  one  block  froa  it,  and  I  look 
forward  to  the  construction  because  I  think  it  will  be 
an  improvement. 

Thank  you. 

MR.    TIERNEY:      Thank  you,   Mr.    Pallotta. 

Tony  Mastandraa? 

MR.    MASTANDREA:      Good    evening.       I'm   Tony 
Mastandraa,   president  of  Machinists   State  Council   and 
also  business  agent   for  the  Machinists   Union  in  District 
33   in  Boston. 

We,    the  machinists,    are  wholeheartedly   in 
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opposed  to  any  Third  Harbor  Tunnel  option* 

I  think  that  the  Third  Harbor  Tunnal  option 
is  a  tuming-around  of  the  basic  environaental  values 
that  this  administration  of  Massachusetts  ran  on,  and 
I  think  it's  also  a  turning-around  of  the  basic  environ- 
mental values  of  the  basic  values  hers  in  the  City  of 
Boston. 

I   think  any  highway  developaent   in  the  urban 
core-  of  the   Boston   area   is   an   attempt   to   make  what   is 
a  dense  urban  environaent,   but   a  pleasant   environment, 
into  a  Kansas  City  or  a  Los  Angeles. 

We  have   an  area  where  people   can  walk   to  work, 
where  people  can  live    in  the  downtown  area.     That's 
rapidly  deteriorating  because  of   the   air  pollution  and 
the  other  undesirable  affects   that   are   so  clearly  stated 
in   the   environaental    impact   report   summary. 

MR.    TIERNEY:      Excuse   ma. 

FROM  THE   FLCOR:      If  he   talks    louder,    than  wa 
won ' t   say   a  word. 

MR.    TIERNEY:      We   can't   havt  you  talking,    and 
we   can't   have   hia   talking, 

MR.    TIERNEY:  If  you  will   put    the   microphone   as 
close   to  /our  mouth    — 

FROM  THE    FLOOR:      We   can  hear  you,    sir;    but  v« 
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favor  of  the   current   plan   to  depress    the  Central   Artery 
and   the   tunnel.      We   feel    that    the   value    that  will   be 
derived   froa  the   billions   of  dollars   coming   into   the 
community    -•   we   think   of   the   economic   spin-off.      We 
think  even   the  one  percent   that's    supposed   to   go    for   the 
art  will   be   a   treaendous   value    for   the   area. 

Many  people   talk   about  many  other   side    issues; 
but   the   real   issue  before   us   here    is   necessity   and 
viability  of  the  two  projects;    and   for  the  machinists 
union,   we   endorse  both  of   thea  wholehearted!/. 

Thank  you, 

MR.  TIERNEY:   Thank  you,  Mr.  Mastandrea. 

Mrs.  Margaret  Caruso?  Neil  Click? 

MR.  GLICK:   Mr.  Commissioner,  my  naae  is  Nell 
Click;  and  I'm  a  resident  of  Boston. 

FROM  THE  FLOOR:   We  can't  hear  you.   Can  you 
speak  loudtr? 

MR.  CLICK:   My  naaa  is  Neil  Glick. 

MR.  TIERNEY:   I  think  you  have  to  put  your  micro- 
phone loatwhtrt  where  I  have  it. 

MR.  GLICX:   Mr.  Coaaissloner,  ay  naae  is 
Neil  Glick.   I'm  a  resident  of  Boston.   I'm  here  as  a 
private  citizen  to  speak  in  favor  of  the  proposed 
depression  of  the  Central  Artery,  but  ['m  adamantly 


can ' t  hear  hia. 

MR.   TIERNEY:      Okay.      I'm   trying   to  hear  hia. 

MR.    GLICE:      As    I   say,    I    think  that  building  a 
highway   in  the  urban  core  of  Boston,   which   is   essentially 
whare   the  Third  Harbor  Tunnel   is,    is   to   turn  your  back 
on   the   basic   values    that  we   do   value   here    in   Boston   and 
to  create   a  situation   that   is   more   attuned  to  a  Kansas 
City  or  a   Los   Angeles,    a   car-dominated   environment. 

we   have    an   savironaent   here  where  people   can 
walk  to  work,   where  people  can   live   in   the  downtown  area. 
That's   rapidly  deteriorating  because   of    factors   such 
as   air  pollution;    and   the   air  pollution   in  our   ragion 
is   very  clearly,    I   think,    froa  autoaobilas. 

This   report,    this  Snvironaental   Impact    feport . 
makes   it  very   clear  that  air  pollution  will   continue 
unabated  except   for   across-the-board  increases   in 
federal    rsquireaents    for  vehicle  pollution  controls 
because  of   the   Third  Harbor  Tunnel   option.      The  no-build 
option.   Alternative   6    is    the  one   that  creates   less   air 
pollution   and   is    the   one   then    that    I    would  support 
because    it   will    increase   the   good   factors    of  our  existing 
urban  environment   in   Boston. 

There   are   two  basic   values    that   run   through 
the  Harbor  Tunnel   options,    all   of   thea;    and   that   is    that 
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vou  est  3  reduced  queues  time  or  a  reduced  traffic  tie-up 
time  an  the  Central  Artery,  and  you  get  a  snail  modicum 
of  econonic  development  at  the  airport. 

r  submit  that  none  of  the  tunnel  options  will 
accomplish  the  first  goal.   History  teaches  us  that 
building  highways,  especially  in  urban  areas,  doesn't 
reduce  traffic.   After  all,  the  Sumner  and  Callahan 
Tunnels  were  designed  to  do  Just  that;  and  ss  the  gentle* 
man  before  me  said,  they  certainly  don't.   They  won't. 
The  only  way  to  reduce  traffic  is  to  reduce  automobile 
consumption  or  reduce  automobile  usage  on  the  existing 
highway  pattern  and  to  support  Mass.  Transit. 

I  must  say  that  I'm  very  dismayed  that  the 
alternatives  presented  in  the  Environmental  Impact  Re- 
port Summary  do  not  speak  to  Mass.  Transit  at  all.   They 
don't  speak  to  the  option  of  having  a  ferry  cross  the 
harbor,  or  they  don't  speak  to  the  harbor  of  improving 
Slue  Line  access  to  the  airport.  They  only  speak  to 
improving  automobile  access. 

S«,  the  citixens  of  Boston  must  once  again 
swallow  the  bad  air,  swallow  the  hydrocarbons  and  the 
other  noxious  fumes  that  come  out  of  the  commuter  auto- 
mobiles while  individuals  ••  and  I'm  not  talking  about 
car  pools  because  there  aren't  many  car  pools  that  you 
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of  the  disasterous  effects  that  have  plagued  other  cities 
because  of  big  highway  projects  that  have  cut  through 
it. 

In  1983  to  embark  upon  another  such  venture 
seems  to  me  not  only  unwise,  but  unreasonable;  and  I 
would  again  encourage  the  State  to  come  up  with  a  plan 
that  will,  yes,  move  people  to  Logan  Airport  sufficiently, 
will  get  people  to  the  airport  when  they  need  to  get  to 
the  airport,  will  get  people  to  East  Boston  when  they 
need  to  get  to  East  Boston,  but  will  not  create  the 
atmosphere  of  pollution  and  the  atmosphere  of  urban 
decay  that  necessarily  accompanies  highway  development. 

I  think  that  we,  in  the  state,  have  made  a 
real  commitment  in  the  last  couple  of  years  to  cleaning 
up  our  industrial  hazardous  waste  sites.   What  we  haven't 
done  is:   we  haven't  focused  on  cleaning  up  our  urban 
hazardous  waste  problems,  including  the  pollution  of  our 
air,  the  destruction  of  our  urban  fabric  and  our  urban 
core  area  by  road  projects  and  by  the  over-usage  of 
automobiles . 

Thank  you. 

MR.  TIERNEY:   Thank  you,  Mr.  Click. 

Mr.  Patrick  Pigliuca?   Janet  Gilardi?   Mrs. 
Margaret  Caruso?   Dr.  Marilyn  Cams?   Leo  Purcell? 
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see  on  the  Southeast  Expressway.   I'm  talking  about 
individuals  riding  in  individual  cars  who  are  encouraged 
by  the  State  by  action  of  building  a  Third  Harbor  T'jnnel. 

In  the  airport  development  aspect  of  it, 
sure,  there  is  airport  development  going  on  right  now. 
Whether  the  Third  Harbor  Tunnel  is  necessary  for  that, 
I  sincerely  doubt  that. 

So,  I  would  issue  a  change  to  this  State  hero. 
I  think  what  the  State  has  to  do  is  show  the  kind  of 
courage  that  past  administrations  have  and  to  turn  down 
the  easy  federal  buck,  the  90  cents  to  a  dollar,  the 
federal  aid  highwav  dollar,  and  turn  it  into  Mass. 
Transit,  turn  it  into  a  good  project,  like  the  present 
Central  Artery  which  will  reclaim  urban  ground  and  make 
for  a  better  environment  for  our  city,  but  not  to  en- 
courage automobile  use,  not  to  encourage  the  kind  of 
hazardous  waste  that  comes  out  of  the  tail  pipes  of 
automobiles  and  the  trucks  and  whatnot  that  you're  going 
to  encourage,  and  the  oil  consumption,  the  oil  and  gas 
consumption  that  you  encourage  as  well. 

This  is  the  30's.   It  seems  to  me  that  we 
can  go  through  our  history  of  highway  building  in  urban 
areas,  and  it's  not  done  any  of  those  urban  areas  good; 
and  Boston  has  been  fortunate  it  has  been  spared  many 
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MR.  PURCELL:   Mr.  Chairman,  my  najna  is  Leo 
Purcell.   I'm  a  business  representative  for  Local  103 
of  I.B.E.W.   I  represent  3,000  electrical  workers  in 
the  Greater  Boston  area. 

I  understand  that  I'm  here  at  a  time  when  the 
word  "redundant"  must  be  becoming  redundant.   So  I'll 
be  brief. 

As  a  representative  of  labor,  I  support  the 
Third  Harbor  Tunnel  and  the  expansion  and  depression  of 
the  Central  Artery. 

In  the  short-run,  the  2  billion  dollars  worth 
of  construction  work  will  create  many  needed  jobs.   This 
in  itself  will  have  a  great  economic  and  social  impact 
to  the  men  and  women  of  this  region. 

After  first  having  seen  the  negative  impact 
which  serious    employment  creates  within  the  family  -- 
the  strength  of  our  social  fabric  --  10. to  12  years  of 
employment  for  a  projected  5,700  person  vears  of  on- 
site  construction-employment  will  pay  obvious  benefits 
to  the  families  of  these  workers,  the  merchants  who 
they  deal  with,  and  the  state  and  society  which  thev 
are  a  part  of. 

However,  we  are  not  here  for  a  jobs  program. 
Our  concern  is  jobs,  but  there  are  more  concerns  from 
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that.  Twenty  terns  of  prima  property  via  air-rights 
could  wall  be  developed.,  which  will  continue  tha 
beautification  of  our  State  Capitol,  attracting  develo- 
pers and  the  businesses  which  will  follow. 

At  the  sane  time,  there  will  be  eliminated 
a  cramp  in  Boston  as  well  as  in  Messachusetts  progress. 
That  cramp  is  a  transportation  system  by  way  of  the 
Central  Artery  and  existing  tunnel  ehat  just  doesn't 
workc  and  we  know  that.   Traffic  that  includes  private 
vehicles  and  commercial  and  industrial  vehicles  have 
difficulty  traveling  through  the  quagmire  of  these  out- 
dated routes. 

The  Impact  Statement  Report  projects  a 
horrendous  future  for  our  city  and  state  in  its  travels 

if  these  projects  are  not  undertaken  that  we're  here 
discussing  tonight. 

Being  from  Dorchester,  I  have  an  inherent 
concern  for  neighborhood  hazards  and  impacts  oa  the 
people  who  live  in  these  neighborhoods.   I'm  convinced 
that  after  reviewing  this  sua  Environmental  Impact 
Statement,  the  advantages  completely  outweigh  any 
disadvantages  that  we  might  consider.   I  do  not  take 
disruptions  in  neighborhoods  lightly. 

It  only  makes  sense  to  me,  and  to  the  people 
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The  South  Boston  community  has  expressed  great 
concern  regarding  the  impacts  as  follows: 

Air  quality;  specifically,  carbon  minoxida 
and  other  auto  exhaust  emissions. 

Traffic  generated  on  local  streets,  and 
especially  with  regard  to  the  effects  that  congestion 
might  impair  community  access  to  areas  outside  the  South 
Boston  community. 

Potential  new  traffic  generated  by  ease  of 
access  in  proximity  to  cmtadnar  terminals,  both  existing 
and  planned. 

Construction,  especially  disruption  to  normal, 
every-day  patterns  of  living. 

Mass.  Transit;  i.e.,  MBTA,  particularly  with 
regard  to  MBTA,  Red  Line  operations  as  well  as  South 
Boston  community  bus  work  and  tha  catalytic  effect 
upon  development  of  the  Fort  Point  Channel  in  n  on -*«•■■ 
areas v 

Tha  South  Boston  community,  including  but 
certainly  not  limited  to  the  South  Boston  Residents  Group, 
the  South  Boston  Information  Center,  the'  South  Boston 
Citizens  Association,  and  the  South  Boston  Community 
Development  Corporation,  must  be  fully  involved  and 
consulted  on  all  aspects  of  the  project  in  and  around 
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that  I  represent,  that  we  nust  act  now  on  this  endeavor. 
90  percent  funding  will  not  be  offered  to  us  again  in 
the  near  future.   In  effect,  we  cannot  wait.   We  must 
eliminate  the  cramp  in  Boston  and  in  Massachusetts. 

Thank  you. 

MR.  TIERNEY:   Thank  you. 

We'll  take  a  short  break  while  we  change  the 
tape. 

(At  this  time,  a  short  recess  was  taken.) 

MR.  TIERNEY:   Let  me  go  through  the  list  again 
of  the  registered  speakers  who  have  not  appeared: 
Patrick  Pigliuca,  John  Gilardi,  Margaret  Caruso,  Dr. 
Marilyn  Canis. 

Our  next  recently  registered  speaker  is  Arthur 
Hartnett. 

MR.  HARTNETT:  Thank  you,  Mr.  Commissioner. 
For  the  record,  my  name  is  Arthur  Hartnett.  I  am  the 
president  of  the  South  Boston  Residents  Group. 

At  this  time,  the  South  Boston  Residents 
Group  must  take  a  position  of  neither  approving  nor 
opposing  the  project  because  the  Supplemental  Draft 
Environmental  Impact  Statement  Report  under  review  in 
comments  here  is  severely  lacking  in  many  specifics  that 
would  allow  one  to  properly  evaluate  the  proposal. 
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the  South  Boston  community  so  that  the  final  Environmental 
Impact  Statement  and  Report  will  specify  all  details 
currently  lacking  in  the  draft  Environmental  Impact 
Statement  Report. 

Some  of  the  details  that  must  be  included  are 
as  follows: 

Siting  of  tunnel  vents.  Effect  of  the  vents 
and  toll  plaza  upon  air  quality  with  projected  numerical 
values.   Projections  for  both  initial  levels  of  traffic 
and  roadway  saturation  levels.   Data  on  current  air 
quality  values  in  numerical  form  must  also  be  provided. 
The  and  results  at  the  figures  presented  will  be  to 
give  a  clear  understanding  of  the  effeets  of  allowing 
tha  traffic  in  tha  city. 

Traffic  counts:   Present  and  projections  for 
initial  opening  and  for  when  proposed  roadways  reach 
level  of  saturation.  Projections  as  to  when  proposed 
roadways  reach  level  of  saturation  that  exists  at  pre- 
sent.  Percentage  of  increase  expected  in  traffic  for 
a  container  terminal  operation.  Construction  time  tables 
as  it  will  affect  enclosures  of  currently  used  roadways 
and  bridges  and  as  it  will  affect  '1BTA  operations. 

Agreements  as  to  specific  routings  of  con- 
struction vehicles  are  waiting  for  residential  streets. 
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Agreements  as  to  specific  routings  of  con- 
struction vehicles  through  residential  streets. 

Agreements  to  clean  streets  that  are  soiled 
by  construction  vehicles  on  a  regular  basis  so  that  the 
fugitive  dust  is  mitigated. 

Agreement  that  when  routings  or  activity  will 
present  a  conflict  to  the  South  Boston  community  resi- 
dents commuting  to  and  from  their  jobs,  said  activity 
will  be  temporarily  suspended. 

These  details  are  by  no  means  inclusive,  but 
are  meant  to  be  a  basis  for  further  dialogue  and  co- 
operation to  the  end  that  the  Final  Environmental  Impact 
Statement  and  Report  will  contain  all  of  the  necessary 
information  to  make  a  rational  and  sound  judgment  of 
the  merits  of  the  proposals. 

We,  the  South  Boston  Residents  Group,  look 
forward  to  working  together  to  obtain  the  high  ideals 
this  proposal  hopes  to  advance. 

We,  the  residents  of  South  Boston,  also  suffer 
from  the  saturation  of  the  present  roadway  system;  but 
we  must  stress  that  our  community  cannot  and  will  not 
be  intolerable  of  these  problems  caused  by  flight  from 
the  city  to  the  suburbs,  we  have  chosen  to  stay  and  will 
not  bear  the  burden  of  penalty  for  so  choosing. 
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Remember,  also:   the  development  in  the 
downtown  area  has  caused  a  burdensome  increase  in  the 
demands  upon  the  roadway  system;  and  that  development 
was  never  tempered  with  forethought  about  roadwavs. 
Just  bear  that  in  mind  when   the  development  of  the 
air  rights  and  the  Fort  Point  Channel  area  comes. 

Thank  you  very  much. 

MR.  TIERNEY:   Thank  you. 

The  next  speaker,  Mr.  Kalin. 

MR.  KALIN:   My  name  is  Bob  Kalin,  former 
president  of  the  Association  of  Engineers,  Architects 
and  Draftsmen,  Local  105. 

I'm  a  life-long  resident  of  Charlestown;  and 
I  can  remember  the  days  when  I  was  a  kid,  when  the 
neighborhood  was  open  during  the  war,  with  the  traffic 
situation  in  the  city;  kids  getting  hit  by  cars. 

I  can  see  that  all  coming  back  now;  and  I 
think  the  Artery,  the  depressed  Artery  and  the  Third 
Tunnel  would  help  prevent  this;  and  I'm  for  it  100  per- 
cent. 

Thank  you. 

MR,  TIERNEY:   Thank  you,  Mr.  Kalin. 

Robert  Flynn. 

MR.  FLYNN:   111.   My  name  is  Bob  Flynn.   I'm 
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a  life-long  resident  of  Charlestown,  a  former  Board 
Committee  man  and  Stats  Democratic  Board  Committee 
Caucus  member. 

MR.  TIERNEY:   I  think  if  you  speak  into  the 
microphone,  the  people  in  the  back  can  hear  you. 

MR.  FLYNN t   Yes. 

I'm  speaking  affirmatively  for  the  depression 
of  the  Central  Artery  and  for  the  Third  Harbor  Tunnel. 

I'm  a  life-long  resident  of  Charlestown.   I've 
seen  now  the  saturn  traffic  on  the  North  Washington  Street 
toward  the  end  of  my  town  leaving  Boston.   I  think  the 
congestion  that  --it  would  relieve  the  traffic  flow 
and  realign  New  Rutherford  Avenue  up  at  the  direct  access 
from  the  North  Washington  Street  Bridge. 

Also,  the  tunnel.  That  would  be  the  affected 
Chelsea  Street,  which  could  connect  with  the  Mystic- 
Tobin  Bridge.   It  would  alleviate  the  outsiders  which 
are  coming  in  congesting  our  town  so  we  can't  even 
reach  our  homes. 

I'm  100  percent  for  the  projects  and  the  jobs 
it  would  make  available  for  people  of  Charlestown  to 
do  work  in  different  building  trades. 

I'd  just  like  to  say  that  I  think  it's  the 
first  time  I've  seen  a  corrective  action  being  taken 
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for  the  expressway.   It  was  obsolete  before  it  was  even 
completed. 

Thank  you. 

MR.  TIERNEY:   Thank  you,  Mr.  Flynn. 

Mr.  Ensign?   William  Ensign? 

MR.  ENSIGN:   My  name  is  William  Ensign.   I'm 
from  wsstfield  out  of  the  western  part  of  the  state.   I'm 
also  a  member  of  the  National  Association  of  Railroad 
Passengers. 

I  hope  there  is  some  attention  being  given 
to  this  project  to  the  possibility  of  adding  a  rail  line 
which  would  effectively  connect  North  and  South  Stations. 
We  may  never,  never  again  be  able  to  see  this  realized. 

As  everyone  knows,  the  Northeast  Corridor 
effectively  has  South  Station  in  Boston;  yet  we  have 
considerable  rail  service  to  the  northern  borders  of 
Massachusetts  with  a  very  real  possibility  of  service 
being  extended  up  to  Maine  and  New  Hampshire.   If  we 
have  a  rail  line  to  the  proposed  depression  of  the  Central 
Artery,  we  will  be  able  to  connect  effectively  passengers 
north  of  Boston  with  points  as  far  south  as  Washington 
in  direct  rail  service.   It  would  be  a  great  social, 
sconomic,  and  positive  snvironmental  improvement  for  the 
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Again,  we  have  a  Trailway  situation  in  New 
York  City.   I  believe  they  art  presently  discovering 
that  there  is  a  strong  possibility  of  connecting  Grand 
Central  and  Penn  Station;  and  I  believe  if  we  have  this 
sane  kind  of  service  north  of  Boston  to  the  south  Like 
they  have  in  New  York,  we  would  have  the  pleasure  here 
to  add  this  additional  railroad. 

Thank  you  very  much  for  your  attention. 

MR.  TIERNEY:   Thank  you,  Mr.  Ensign.   I  should 
tell  you  that  the  present  EIS  does  not  include  it.   We 
will  consider  that  option. 

MR.  ENSIGN:   Thank  you  very  much. 

MR.  TIERNEY:   Let  me  go  through  the  list  again 
of  people  who  have  registered  earlier:   Dr.  Marilyn 
Canis?   Margaret  Caruso?   Janet  Cllardi?   Patrick 
Pigliuca? 

Brad  Bonkman. 

MR.  BANKMAN:   My  name  is  Brad  Bankman ,  and  I 
represent  Tolman  Manufacturing  5  Supply  Company  located 
at  63  Dorchester  Avenue,  South  Boston,  opposite  Gillette 
Safety  Razor  Company. 

The  company  sells  welding  supplies  and  in- 
dustrial gases  and  has  been  located  in  South  Boston 
since  1898.   The  company  thanks  this  hearing  foraUoting 
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MR.  TIERNEY:   Clark  Frazier.   Mr.  Frazier 
had  spoken  earlier;  and  because  we  are  almost  running 
out  of  speakers,  Mr.  Frazier  is  permitted  to  speak  again. 

MR.  FRAZIER:   Thank  you  for  your  indulgence. 
My  name  is  Clark  Frazier,  Dwight  Street,  South  End. 

I  failed  to  mention  before  the  public  transpor- 
tation aspects  of  the  so-called  proposed  Third  Harbor 
Tunnel.   One  of  the  major  issues  of  the  South  End  that 
we  began  to  realize  that  East  Berkeley  Street  was  going 
to  be  a  real  problem  was  all  the  people  who  want  to  put 
hotels  in  the  Back  Bay  and  the  airport  and  using  taxis, 
limousines,  and  so  on.   Where  are  those  all  going  to 
go?  They've  gone  to  visit  the  pot  holes  in  the  South 
End. 

The  problem  of  public  transportation  access 
to  the  airport  is  not  one  that  can  be  solved  in  a  simple 
way.   I  think  that  the  most  important  issue  you  have, 
because  if  there  is  a  40  percent  growth  in  the  airport, 
you're  going  to  have  40  percent  more  cars  there  •-  you 
will  not  be  able  to  do  it.  You  will  not  be  able  to  park 
in  East  Boston.  You  will  not  be  able  to  park  at  the 
airport.   You  will  have  the  situation  like  San  Francisco 
Airport  with  a  traffic  jam  from  the  gates  where  people 
are  unloading  at  the  airport  for  so  long  that  they  beck 
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this  time  to  express  its  view  on  this  project  and  wishes 
to  go  on  record  as  opposing  the  re-location  of  Dorchester 
Ave.  insofar  as  the  taking  of  company  land  as  designated 
in  plan  SA  Modified;  specifically,  the  westward  widening 
of  Dorchester  Ave.  in  front  of  the  business  to  accommodate 
a  grass  medium  strip  running  from  Broadway  Station  to 
South  Postal  Annex. 

This  plan  would  make  it  very  difficult  for 
customers  to  park  and  for  deliveries  to  be  made  and 
may,  in  fact,  force  relocation.   It  is  our  view  that  an 
old  established  compeny  of  this  city  deserves  *very  con- 
sideration to  carry  on  its  business  and  that  improve- 
ments in  city  traffic  should  not  only  be  sympathetic 
to  business  needs,  but  should  be  made  to  help  their 
growth,  not  hamper  it. 

Certainly,  taking  this  valuable  land  to  plant 
grass  in  the  middle  of  a  busy  thoroughfare  does  not 
make  sense  in  this  case,  and  that  a  less  costly  solution 
would  be  to  forget  the  grass  down  the  middle  of  this 
section  of  Dorchester  Avenue  and  leave  it  as  is. 

Thank  you. 

MR.    TIERNEY:      what's    the   name  of  your  company? 

MR.    BANKMAN:      Tolman   Manuf acturing   6    Supply 
Company. 
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out  onto   the    freeway   and  actually  block   comauter   traffic 
that's   trying   to  go  up  and  down  because   they  cannot  gat 
in  and  out  of  the   airport. 

Therefore,    it  is  necessary   --   it   is   essential 
to  have   a  very,   very  direct  connection  between  the 
airport   at   South   Station   if   there    is   a   tunnel    that   will 
allow  a   very   frequent   shuttle  bus    service   or  whatever, 
a   shuttle  bus   service   between   the   airport   and  South 
Station,   and  would  also  give   -•   there   is   the  Herald 
Street   extension   --   some  kind  of  shuttle-type   service   in 
the  Back  Bay. 

Without  that,  building  the  Third  Harbor  Tunnel, 
which  would  be  something  of  an  airport  qusue  or  something 
you  never  thought  about  --an  airport  queue   that  will 

back   up   all   the  way  back   to   the  Southeast  Expressway 
to  the  Central  Artery  and  probably  nullify  any  work  you 
do. 

So,  we  must  have  public  transportation  improve- 
ments. You  must  have  direct  links  from  the  South  Station 
and   the   airport   if  you  do  the   tunnel. 

Thank  you. 

MR.    TIERNEY:      Thank  you,    Mr.    Frazier. 

Sandra  O'Connell. 

MS.    O'CONNELL:      My   name   is   Sandra  O'Connell, 
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and  I 'a  a  commuter.   I  drive  the  expressway  every  single 
day,  and  I've  driven  it  for  20  years. 

It  is  a  nightmare.   It  now  takes  me  between 
one  hour  and  an  hour  and-a-half  every  single  morning  to 
get  to  work.   I  think  this  project  is  a  wonderful  pro- 
ject, and  I  hope  you  will  go  through  with  it. 

However,  can  you  add  more  lanes?   Can  you  put 
the  in-bound  on  top  of  the  out-bound,  therefore  making 
it  five  or  six  lanes  in  each  direction,  projecting  the 
volumes  in  ten  years  when  the  project  will  be  completed? 

Also,  I  have  traveled  --  I  do  extensive 
traveling  on  vacation;  and  I  have  gone  to  the  airport 
and  come  home  at  midnight,  and  I  have  been  in  bumper-to- 
bumper  traffic  through  that  tunnel  at  midnight.   That 
doesn't  seen  possible,  but  it  is;  and  1  think  that's 
an  absolute  disgrace. 

I  think  it's  wonderful,  another  Third  Harbor 
Tunnel;  but  make  sure  you  have  enough  lanes  in  each 
direction  so  you're  not  creating  another  nightmare  like 
you  have  now  and  make  sure  that  you  have  enough  lanes 
in  the  depression  of  the  Central  Artery. 

I  want  to  go  on  record  that  I  think  it's  a 
great  project,  and  I  hope  that  it  will  get  built. 

MR.  TIERNEY:   Can  you  tell  us  where  you  live? 
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this  is  so,  I  can't  understand  why  people  are  against 
having  it  depressed. 

I  can  only  assume  that  concern  would  amount 
to  inconvenience  to  them.   I  think  it's  important  for 
everyone  to  realize  that  we're  going  to  be  inconvenienced 
one  way  or  another.   We're  certainly  going  to  be  mora 
inconvenienced  if  they  repair  the  existing  Artery;  and 
I  think  that  if  the  people  of  this  city  allowed  the  incon- 
venience of  construction  to  hold  back  projects  in  the 
past,  Boston  wouldn't  be  the  thriving  city  it  is  today. 

My  very  biggest  concern  is:   the  time  is 
running  out  on  us.  This  is  our  final  opportunity  to 
have  90  percent  federal  financing;  and  if  we  don't  take 
advantage  of  this  situation  --  I,  myself,  am  quite  con- 
vinced that  a  depressed  Artery  is  inevitable.   If  we 
don't  do  it  ourselves  now,  I  think  we're  going  to  be 
forced  into  this  decision  in  'he  near  future;  and  my 
concern  is  that  we  will  not  only  have  to  bear  the  burden 
of  inconvenience  at  that  time,  but  we  will  have  to 
possibly  bear  a  terrible  tax  burden. 

So,  it  worries  me  that  time  is  slipping  out 
of  our  hands  while  this  is  unfortunately  becoming  a 
political  issue. 

That's  all  I  have  to  say. 
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MS.  O'CONNELL;   18  Bickford  Road,  3raintree. 

MR.  TIERNEY:   Braintree? 

MS.  O'CONNELL:   Braintree,  yes. 

MR.  TIERNEY:   Thank  you. 

Dr.  Marilyn  Canis. 

DR.  CANIS:   I  just  rushed  to  get  here.   So  I 
apologize  if  I'm  going  to  repeat  something  that  has  been 
said  before. 

MR.  TIERNEY:   You're  going  to  have  to  speak 
into  this  microphone  so  the  stenographer/typist  can 
hear  and  I  can  hear  you  and  everybody  else.   So,  if  you 
get  close  to  the  microphone,  it  would  help. 

DR.  CANIS:   First,  I'd  like  to  say  that  I'm 
a  resident  of  the  North  End.   I've  been  a  property  owner 
and  taxpayer  for  the  past  six  years. 

Mr.  Salvucchi  addressed  our  neighbors;  and 
I  just  want  to  say  for  the  record  that  I  was  very 
impressed  with  his  presentation,  not  only  for  the  mechanics 
of  the  plan  to  depress  the  Central  Artery,  but  for  the 
sensitivity  that  he  showed  to  the  North  End  residents  to 
their  concerns. 

I  don't  think  anyone  here  can  deny  that  our 
present  Artery  is  a  complete  eyesore.  It's  a  traffic 
hazard  and  a  health  hazard.   So,  if  we  all  realize  that 
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MR.  TIERNEY:   Thank  you. 

We  have  at  the  moment  run  out  of  speakers. 
If  any  of  you  want  to  testify,  all  you  have  to  do  is 
walk  to  the  back  of  the  room  and  register  and  come  right 
up  here. 

FROM  THE  FLOOR:   Excuse  me.   If  I  speak,  I'd 
like  to  hang  everybody  who  wants  a  tunnel.   5o,  I  don't 
want  to  talk.   I  don't  want  to  get  people  excited  because 
it's  a  health  hazard,  sir.   Being  a  health  hazard,  I'm 
against  it. 

Since  we've  had  progress  going  through  the 
City  of  Boston,  we've  had  nothing  but  a  dead  city.   The 
only  thing  you  need  is  tombstones,  and  that's  the  end 
of  it  and  going  around  to  breath  another  ten  years. 

I  don't  have  to  get  up  there.   That's  my 
say. 

MR.  TIERNEY:   .Anybody  who  doesn't  want  to 
get  up  here  and  still  wants  to  have  their  testimony  re- 
corded can  write  a  letter. 

FROM  THE  FLOOR:   I'll  write  a  letter  to  the 
governor  who  promises  he's  not  going  to  have  it;  but  he 
insists  on  it  now.   He  ain't  going  to  get  off  that  hook. 

MR.  TIERNEY:   Anybody  who  wants  to  submit 
testimony  can  write  a  letter  to  the  Massachusetts 
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Department  of  Public  Works,  100  Nashua  Street,  Boston; 
and  assuming  we  get  the  letter  within  two  weeks,  it  will 
be  as  ouch  a  part  of  the  testimony  as  if  you  had  testified 

here. 

Our  purpose  in  being  here  is  to  record  testi- 
mony of  people  who  want  to  be  recorded.   We'll  have  a 
recess  to  see  if  anybody  else  wants  to  speak. 

(At  this  tine,  a  recess  was  taken.) 

MR  TIERNEY:   Can  I  have  your  attention,  please, 
we  will  reconvene  the  hearing  on  the  Central  Artery/ 
Third  Harbor  crossing  as  soon  as  everyone  sits  down. 

Sty  naae  is  Robert  Tierney.   I'm  the  Commissioner 
of  the  Massachusetts  Department  of  Public  Works. 

We  have  one  speaker  registered  recently, 
Mark  Ferris. 

MR.  FERRIS:   Good  evening,  Commissioner.   My 
name  is  Mark  Ferris.   I'm  a  resident  of  East  Soston, 
the  Orient  Heights  section  of  East  Boston;  and  I  currently 
reside  at  11  Borden  Street  in  Orient  Heights,  East 
Boston. 

Just  as  a  prefatory  statement,  I'd  like  to 
say  that  it  seems  with  the  construction  of  the  Central 
Artery  and  the  tunnel,  East  Boston  residents  have  been 
given  a  very  rare  opportunity  to  become  truly  political 
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residents  of  Orient  Heights,  would  be  no  mora  than  the 
increase  of  tha  operation  of  the  capacity  of  Logan  itself. 
This  would  take  its  form  within  a  subitantUl  influx 
of  passenger  automobiles ,  straight  forwarding  firms, 
air  cargoes,  and  service=>related  vehicles  in  the  form 
of  parking  facilities  and  parking  lots.   It  is  on  these 
two  points,  jet  aircraft,  noise  pollution  as  wall  as 
automobile  and  service-related  vehicular  noise  and 
pollution,  that  I'd  like  to  make  the  case  for  Orient 
Height  residents. 

Currently,  Orient  Height  residents  living 
between  the  areas  of  Bonds  Avenue  and  Saratoga  Street 
through  Bay  Water  Street  of  Orient  Heights,  East  Boston, 
are  impacted  as  no  other  area  of  tha  city  is.   They 
are  subject  to  parallel  opaTations  from  runways  22, 
left  and  right,  on  which  a  river  runs  and  simultaneously 
with  parking  and  full  left  and  full  right. 

Tha  reason  I  bring  this  up  --  we  discussed, 

19  |     as  I  mentioned,  tha  Central  Artery  and  the  Third  Harbor 

20  I     Tunnel;  but  because,  aa  I  said,  the  tunnel's  potential 

21  !      for  being  nothing  mora  than  an  extension  of  Logan  in 

22  its  operational  capacity,  I  feal  this  does  warrant  attan- 
a  j     tion.   Because  of  the  tunnel  and  the  increased  traffic, 
24  !      I  feel  that  there  will  be  increased  operational  capacity 


it 
n  ! 

18 
!♦ 
» 

u 

23 
23 

24 


6-91 

participants  in  the  selection  process  for  the  Central 
Artsry  and  the  tunnel;  and  because  of  that.  East  Soston 
residents  have  the  opportunity,  as  they  have  not  had 
in  the  past,  to  state  what  are  some  of  the  concessions 
they  would  like  to  gain  and  redress  some  of  the  wrongs 
that  both,  unfortunately,  the  State  Planning  Board  and 
Massport  --  the  grievances  they've  had  with  Massport  in 
the  past. 

The  construction  of  the  Third  Harbor  Tunnel 
does  not  directly  impact,  and  by  no  means  do  I  say  that 
it  does,  the  residents  of  Orient  Heights.   Speaking  as 
a  resident  of  that  section*   I  can  say,  however,  there 
are  many  a  subtle  influence,  many  a  subtle  appendage 
of  airport  construction  that  has  encroached  on  my 
neighborhood  and  surrounding  community  of  which  I  live. 

Currently,  airport -related  activity  has  spread 
from  the  airport  itself  up  to  Route  !A  and  split  over 
into  Boardaan  Street  and  down  the  neighboring  streets. 
It's  made  its  way  there  in  many  forms,  both  in  aircraft 
and  vehicular  traffic  which  has  jeopardized  both  the 
safety  and  the  environmental  quality  of  what  is  and 
hopefully  will  remain  to  be  currently  a  residential, 
heavy  residential  area. 

The  tunnel  itself,  from  the  perspective  of  the 
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of  Logan  Airport  and,  therefore,  of  the  Orient  Heights 
neighborhood. 

The  bottleneck  would  result  on  Route  1A. 
Currently,  Route  1A  is  congested.   There  are  four  partying 
traffic  firms,  two  of  them  being  cargo  freight  carriers 
and  Toomey's  and  one  which  is  in  construction,  park 
and  fly  operations.  These  hare  made  their  way  into  the 
local  neighborhoods  of  Orient  Heights. 

we'd  like  to  call  on  the  State  Planning  Board, 
first  of  all,  to  help  fully  put  a  cap  on  the  amount  of 
automobile  traffic  and  parking.   In  other  words,  parking 
facilities  within  the  area.   In  other  words,  an  amend- 
ment of  our  zoning  within  East  Boston.   In  other  words, 
what  we  call  for  is  a  cap  or  a  freeze  on  the  automobile 
parking  and  operational  parking  facility,  parking  and 
flying  laws  between  the  city.   we  call  on  that,  number 
one. 

we'd  also  call  on  Massport  to  give  ssrious 
consideration  to  the  restructuring  of  Route  1A  and  tha 
Bell  Circle,  which  hopefully  will  be  able  to  accept 
the  volume  of  traffic  from  the  tunnel  and  airport- related 
expansion  within  that  area. 

we'd  also  call  on  Massport  --  Massport  itself, 
hopefully,  as  I  mentioned  earlier  -•  the  jet  aircraft 
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traffic  and  noise  resulting  from  increased  operation 
which  we  believe  the  tunnel  would  result  in  --  we  call 
on  Passport  to  address  its  commitment  to  hopefully  take 
their  soundproofing  measures  off  the  table,  okay,  which 
were  proposed  back  about  five  years  ago,  take  them  off 
the  table  and  realistically  look  at  time  and  impacted 
areas  with  some  substantial  soundproofing  work. 

We'd  also  ask  Msssport  to  give  serious  consi- 
deration to  the  Orient  Heights  ares  in  a  means  of  re- 
structuring its  present  one-way  advisory  system  or  its 
processing,  modifying  it  to  disburse  the  noise  levels 
evenly  over  East  Boston  and  the  surrounding  communities. 
Thus  far,  we  don't  know  if  that's  being  done. 

So,  therefore,  the  tunnel  in  itself  --  although 
the  tunnel  in  itself  in  regards  to  Orient  Heights  would 
not  directly  impact  us  --  there  would  be  no  loss  of 
homes,  there  would  be  no  restructuring  of  the  roadways 
in  Orient  Heights  --  there  are  many,  many  a  subtle 
effects  from  the  tunnel  which  we  feel  warrant  attention 
of  Orient  Heights  and,  in  general,  East  Boston  residents. 

We're  hoping  also  that  the  commission  itself 
will  take  heed  of  relocating  the  service-related  in-streets; 
for  example,  the  parking  lots  and  parking/fly  operations 
which  now  are  currently  beginning  to  encroach  upon  the 


from  a  place  such  as  Lexington  --  most  people  do,  and  I 
don't  have  any  impressive  figures  before  me  or  anything; 
but  I  would  just  like  to  urge  the  State  office  of 
Transportation  and  Governor  Dukakis  to  take  a  hard  look 
at  our  overall  strategy  for  transportation  in  the 
metropolitan  area. 

Obviously,  the  present  Central  Artery  and 
building  a  third  tunnel  would  encourage  automobile 
traffic.   Hopefully,  the  trade-off  would  be  that  there 
will  be  less  severe  traffic  jams.   That  I  can't  argue 
either  way;  but  there  will  definitely  be  increased 
automobile  traffic,  and  we  need  to  work  towards  •-  move 
towards  a  more  public  transportation  system  overall. 

Me  can  study  and  make  statements  of  what 
effects  particular  actions  would  have;  but  I  think  very  few 
people  would  dispute  that  more  frequent  bus  service, 
more  frequent  and  extended  train  service  and  subway 
service  would  encourage  public  use  of  Mass.  Transit. 

You  know,  when  we  build  a  wider  Artery,  aren't 
we  just  putting  off  those  12-hour  traffic  jams  for 
another  --  I  don't  know  --  ten  years,  twenty  years, 
whatever?   There  are  going  to  be  more  and  more  people 

! 

and  more  and  more  people  using  cars ,  and  there  are  so 
many  costs  to  the  use  of  cars.   There  is  lost  real  estate 
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Orient  Heights  neighborhood,  will  take  those  lands  and 
redeposit  them  on  airport  property  and  would,  in  turn, 
take  that  land  and  be  able  to  better  utilise  it  as  a 
neighborhood  jobs  training  facility  or  something.   In 
other  words,  to  leave  the  land  undeveloped  in  and  of 
itself. 

That's  about  all.   Thanks  very  much. 

MR.  TIERNEY:   Thank  you,  Mr.  Ferris. 

David  Stratudo. 

MR.  STRATUDO:   Thank  you  for  providing  me  with 
this  opportunity  to  express  several  opinions  that  I  have. 
I'm  not  an  expert  in  anything  concerning  transportation 
except  that  I  have  long  been  a  •-  tried  to  use  public  * 
transportation  in  my  daily  lifestyle  and  avoid  use  of 
automobiles  as  much  as  possible  because  I  see  individual 
use  of  automob lies  to  be  very  much  more 

MR.  TIERNEY:   Could  you  tell  us  where  you  live, 
your  home? 

MR.  STRATUDO:   Oh,  I'm  sorry.   I  live  in 
Lexington  -  - 

MR.  TIERNEY:   Lexington' 

MR.  STRATUDO:   --  and  I  have  business  in 
Boston  occas  ionally . 

Although  it's  mucii  easier  to  drive   to   3oston 
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in  parking  lots  that  certainly  there  must  be  greater 
assessments  possible  if  those  parking  lots  were  buildings, 
and  there  is  just  that  much  more  maintenance.   The 
recent  bridge  collapse  in  Connecticut  accompanying  review 
of  our  state  roads  and  state  bridges  and  just  bringing 
to  surface  the  cost  of  that  maintenance. 

These  proposals,  although  I  don't  deny  that 
they're  well-thought  out  and  they  will  help  decrease 
traffic  congestion  in  Boston  --  and  I'm  not  saying  that 
shouldn't  happen;  but  I  would  really  urge  the  transpor- 
tation office  and  Governor  Dukakis  to  think  about  the 
costs  of  private  transportation  as  well.   We  can't  even 
afford  to  maintain  the  roads  we  have  now.   We've  been 
building  roads,  expanding  roads  for  some  30  years  for 
automobiles;  and  we  haven't  been  able  to  catch  up.   We 
haven't  been  able  to  catch  up  because  we  haven't  planned 
properly  and  because  we  haven't  really  taken  a  look 
at  where  we're  going. 

Especially  at  the  local  level,  there  is  a 
great  opportunity  to  expand  public  transportation. 
There  is  much  less  corporate  pressure  from  automobile 
manufacturers,  much  less  influence  from  oil  companies 
to  build  roads  instead  of  public  transportation;  and 
really,  public  transportation,  bus  service,  just  costs 
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a  fraction  of  what  it  would  coat  to  maintain  and  build 
roads. 

I  don't  have  ths  plan;  but  I'm  just  asking 
that  the  governor  and  his  state  take  a  look  at  these 
issues;  and  there  are  certainly  many  moves  that  can  be 
made  that  would  encourage  less  polluting-types  of 
transportation  and  less  costly-types  of  transportation 
and,  in  the  end,  less  costly  to  the  individual  in  terms 
of  both  his  dollar  costs  and  general  environmental  costs. 

That's  really  about  all  I  had  to  say.   I'd 
speak  longer,  but  I  have  to  catch  the  last  bus  to 
Lexington.   Thank  you  very  much. 

MR.  TIERNEY:   Thank  you  for  your  testimony. 

Is  there  anyone  else  who  wants  to  testify? 

We'll  have  a  recess. 

(At  this  time,  a  recess  was  taken.) 

MR.  TIERNEY:   We're  going  to  reconvene  the 


hearing. 


speaker. 


Why  don't  you  sit  in  the  chair  nearest  the 


MR.  CAPPUCCI:   Yes.   Good  evening,  Mr.  Chairman. 
I  want  to  thank  you  for  giving  me  a  second  opportunity 
to  testify  regarding  the  Third  Harbor  Tunnel  and  the 
proposed  Central  Artery. 
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that  to  happen  to  these  people. 

Therefore,  I  feel  if  certain  amenities  are 
applied  to  the  construction  of  these  two  projects,  it's 
possible  that  the  people  will  feel  that  the  projects 
will  not  only  be  in  the  best  interest  of  transportation, 
but  will  be  in  the  best  interest  of  the  residents  and 
the  businesses  of  both  areas. 

Therefore,  to  briefly  reiterate  what  I  said 
last  night,  the  Third  Harbor  Tunnel  --  I  would  take  a 
hard  stand  on  my  position  that  the  tunnel  must  surface 
on  Massachusetts  Port  Authority.   I  would  suggest  that 
the  exits  and  entrances  on  the  proposed  Bird  Island 
flats  section  of  the  Mas  sport  Authority  will  join  what 
I  nay  term  a  joint  culdesac  in  terms  of  allowing  people 
to  come  to  the  airport  in  order  to  drop  off/pick  up 
passengers  or,  in  fact,  take  a  straight  flight  to  what- 
ever destination  they  want  and  then  come  back  and  drive 
away  utilizing  one  of  the  parking  lots  within  the 
immediate  area  of  the  airport. 

I  feel,  again,  that  that  type  of  proposed 
construction  of  the  Third  Harbor  Tunnel  will  then  be  an 
asset  to  Hast  Boston  because  the  numbers  that  the  con* 
sultants  have  given  me  show  that  53  percent  of  the 
airport  traffic  through  the  Callahan  Tunnel  and  then 
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MR.  TIERNEY:   Can  vou  give  vour  name,  please, 
for  the  record? 

MR.  CAPPUCCI:   Yes.   For  the  record,  my  name 
is  Robert  Meany  Cappucci;  and  I'm  a  candidate  for 
District  1,  City  Councillor.   Therefore,  I  have  both 
a  personal  and  political  concern  in  terms  of  representing 
people  besides  my  own  personal  Interests  from  the  area 
of  East  Boston  and  the  North  End  and  Charlestown. 

Again,  I'm  out,  if  I  may,  in  the  field  all 
day  long  campaigning;  and  I  come  across  many,  many 
people  greatly  concerned  about  these  two  major  multi- 
build  projects,  and  I  feel  personally  responsible  if  I 
do  not  sincerely  represent  their  interests. 

However,  as  I  stated  last  night,  I  want  to 
be  able  to  work  with  this  administration  and  any 
administration;  and  therefore,  I  feel  in  the  case  of  the 
Third  Harbor  Tunnel  and  the  Central  Artery,  that  it 
would  be  best  for  me  to  try  to  act  as 'a  catalyst  between 
the  administration  and  the  communities  involved. 

I  hope  to  prevent,  if  I  may,  the  communities 
from  being  short-changed.   The  tradition  for  projects 
such  as  this  is  to,  if  I  may,  jam  them  down  the  communities? 
throat;  and  I  have  an  idea  that  this  administration  does 
not  do  things  that  wav.   [  sincerely  will  not  allow 
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after  leaving  the  airport  back  through  the  Sumner  Tunnel 
would,  if  a  Third  Harbor  Tunnel  were  to  be  built,  bring 
the  vehicular  flow  through  the  Callahan  Tunnel  and 
Sumner  Tunnel  to  47  percent,  which  is  a  37  percent 
reduction. 

That,  in  turn,  would  then,  I  feel,  behoove 
passengers  that  are  not  airport-related  and  want  to 
use  the  Sumner  and  Callahan  Tunnels  leaving  north  of 
Boston  to  then  stay  on  Route  CI  rather  than  take  a 
short-cut  through  community  streets,  because  presently 
they  do  this.   They  take  this  type  of  course  driving 
their  automobile  through  the  street  because  they  don't 
want  to  get  caught  in  a  traffic  jam. 

So,  therefore,  I  feel  East  Boston  will  be 
doing  itself  a  service  by  allowing  the  Third  Harbor 
Tunnel  and  the  airport  project. 

One  thing  I  did  not  mention  last  night  is 
that  I  did  communicate  unofficially  to  the  Secretary 
of  Transportation,  Fred  Salvucchi,  that  I  would  like  him 
to  --  this  was  at  the  July  29th  or  30th  meeting.   I 
forget.   I  believe  it  was  the  29th  in  East  Boston  and 
again  in  the  North  End  on  the  30th;  and  then  again, 
August  Z,  then  August  3,  and  I  believe  August  3  at  the 
Marriott  Motel. 
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I  suggested  chat  tho  secretary  might  want  to 
look  into  what  I  feel  would  be  another  selling  point, 
if  I  may,  to  the  community;  and  that  is,  to  tear  down 
the  exit  ramp  that  now  exits  coming  out  of  the  Callahan 
Tunnel.   Therefore,  if  Commuter  X  wants  to  go  to  the 
airport  and  ha  comes  through  the  Callahan  Tunnel,  he 
or  she  --  they  will  not  he  able  to  take  a  right  after 
coming  out  of  the  tunnel  and  up  the  ramp.   There  would 
be  no  place  to  go  except  north  if  there  is  no  exit.   The 
exit  I'm  talking  about  parallels  the  former  GE  building. 

Therefore,  if  this  exit  is  torn  down,  then 
Commuter  X  coming  from  west  or  south  of  Boston  would 
have  no  choice  but  to  use  the  Third  Harbor  Tunnel  which 
will  have  then,  I  hope,  a  joint  culdesac  so  that  there 
shouldn't  be  any  reason  to  use  East  Boston  streets. 

So,  I  hope  that  in  the  one  billion  dollars, 
monies  will  be  appropriated  approximately  $100,000  to 
tear  down  the  ramp  that  now  allows  people  to  go  to 
the  airport  via  the  Callahan  Tunnel. 

With  regards  to  the  Central  Artery,  once  again, 
the  North  End  people  are  very  upset,  very  concerned  about 

this  project.   I  told  them  that  if  elected,  I  will  do 
all  I  can  to  try  to  get  the  top -side  of  the  2.1  billion 
dollars  proposed  Central  Artery  depression  developed  to 
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side  element  that  I'm  talking  about  would  range  minimua 
20  million,  maximum  40  million;  and  I  hope  that  this 
administration  will  try  to  put  something  together  in 
terms  of  a  suitable,  possibly  private  developer,  that 
will  know  where  to  find  these  funds. 

1  understand  the  Department  of  Transportation 
would  only  be  interested  in  funding  the  Artery.   However, 
I  do  believe  that  we  could  piggy-back  funds  for  this 
project  in  terms  of  requesting  HUD  to  participate  in 
terms  of  possible  rental  subsidies,  a  mortgage  subsidy. 

I  think  that  the  Department  of  Commerce  could 
get  involved  with  the  multi- leveled  parking  lot.   I 
believe  that  the  present  governor  could  utilize  some 
of  the  CDPG  monies.  Community  Development  Parking  Grants 
that  come  from  the  federal  administration;  and  hopefully, 
he  could  channel  these  for  the  top-side  development  of 
some  of  these  funds  to  provide  for  construction  subsi- 
dized rents.   I  believe  they  have  a  lot  of  talent  in 
this  administration,  and  they  can  be  creative  enough  to 
tailor  top-side  development  and  say  thank  you  to  the 
North  End  people;  and  hopefully,  this  administration 
will  use  their  talent  to  try  to  appease  the  East  Boston 
people,  again,  with  a  tunnel  that  would  be  90  to  100 
percent  involved  with  the  airport.   You  can  say  thank  you 
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meet  some  of  their  needs. 

Again,  last  night,  I,  for  the  record,  said 
that  these  needs  are  subsidized  housing,  a  youth  center 
for  the  North  End  youths  --  they  don't  have  a  youth 
center  in  the  North  End. 

I  would  like  to  see  multi -  leveled  parking. 
Parking  is  terrible  in  the  North  End.   The  businesses 
tell  me  they're  losing  from  3  to  S400  per  day  because 
clients  can't  find  a  place  to  park.   Residents,  some  of 
them,  had  to  give  up  their  automobile  even  though  they 
had  a  North  End  sticker,  residential  sticker.   They  could 
not  find  a  place  to  park. 

So,  I'm  very  concerned  about  parking  and 
housing  and  a  youth  center. 

Furthermore,  I  would  like  to  see  some  open 
space  designed  in  the  development  so  that  thev  can  go 
out  and  get  some  fresh  air  or  sit  down  on  a  bench.   I've 
also  been  asked  by  the  people  in  the  North  End  to  have 
cultural  interests;  see  if,  in  fact,  this  complex  could 
also  contain  some  kind  of  workshops  for  theater  groups, 
etc. 

It  may  seem  like  quits  a  development;  but, 
again,  I  feel  for  an  overall  cost  of  2  billion,  100 
million  for  the  Artery  to  be  depressed,  I  think  the  top- 
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to  East  Boston  by  freeing  up  the  traffic  and  not  by 
giving  them  more  traffic. 

I  want  to  be  a  good  City  Councillor.   I  want 
to  be  able  to  work  with  whatever  administration  is  in 
office  as  long  as  I'm  in  office  if  I'm  elected.   I  also 
want  to  represent  the  people  the  way  I  believe  good 
representatives  would. 

So,  I  want  to  be  able  to  communicate;  yet 
I'm  not  going  to,  if  I  may,  sell  the  people  that  I  repre- 
sent down  the  river.   That's  not  Bob  Cappucci.   That 
will  never  be  Bob  Cappucci. 

Thank  you  for  giving  me  an  opportunity  to 
testify  tonight.  Thank  you. 

MR.  TIERNEY:   Thank  you,  Mr.  Cappucci. 

Does  anybody  else  want  to  testify  this  evening? 
Any  new-comers? 

We'll  recess. 

(At  this  time,  a  recess  was  taken.) 

MR.  TIERNEY:   Since  there  are  no  other  people 
here  to  testify  and  since  it's  five  minutes  to  11,  I 
declare  this  public  hearing  closed. 

(Whereupon  the  hearing  adjourned  at 
10:5S  p.m.) 
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CERTIFICATE 
I,   Cindy   L.    Lamberts,    CSR,    RPR,   CM,    and  Notary 
Public,   do  hereby   cortify    that   the   foregoing  record, 
Pages   1   through   105,   is  a  complete,   accurate,   and  trua 
transcription  of  ay  stenographic  natas   ExJcen   in  the 
aforementioned  natter  to  the  beet  of  ay  skill  and  ability. 


Cum  L.    LAMBERTA,    CSR, RPR, CM 


THE   FOREGOING  CERTIFICATION  OF  THIS  TRANSCRIPT 
XES  NOT  APPLT  TO  ANY   REPRODUCTION  OF  THE   SAME   ST  ANT 
MEANS  UNLESS  UNDER  THE  DIRECT  CONTROL  AND/OR  DTRECTION 
OF  THE  CERTIFYING  REPORTER. 
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THE    COMMONWEALTH    Of     MASSACHUSCTTS 


io  sot-dtsrr   treat::-    sostom    h  ■  -a 


COWTACT:       Cheryl   faffe 
727-5215 


fdi  cmmtATi  sawE 

9  «.utuif    1983 


g gTROPOL I TAJI    DISTRICT    COM-JlSSICMER   wTU-IAM   J.     ^EAitT    TDtUT   TCTinE8    P 

support  of  rag  defresskj.  of  the  central  aktert  and  the  third  HAiaot,  ram  el 

Hacropolltao  D  is  trice  Coaalsaloner  Wlllisa  J.    ;*crr    eodsy    eeecifled    La 
strong  support  of   tha  depression  of   the  CanCTal  Artery  and   che  third  harbor 
croaein*,.      Thai  Metropolitan  DLjcrlcc  Coaalsaloa    Is    zhm   agency   wicn   che 
prlanry   responsibility   for   police  and    eaargeucy   services  oa   toe  Central 
Artery,   aa  wall  aa   chai  agency  responsible   foe   che  preservation,   procecc- 
:  ion  and   enftsneeaanc  of    ma    ration's   parka  and  open  imcwi        Commissioner 
Gaary    focused  oa    ens    linu  of    public   ssfaty  aod    invicoreioul    laorova- 
sane. 

Tha  Central  .'.rem  is  Boston's  aa]or  ^orcn  -  South  Connector  as  wall 
as  a  aajor  roues    en   Logan  Airport.       '.%    U    ch*    region's  aosc    lAportsnt 
transports  cioo   facility  and    ens    region's   ouatwr  ona   traffic  congestion 
problem.      Ac  prasane   ch«  Artery    is    far  qaceadlng    Ltj   capaclcy,    with    1*0.000 
cars  par  dav   using    the   road   and    traffic    projactioaa  ot    a    tan   parcanc 
incrsaac  over    tha   a  est    eventy  yaars.      This   aging  aod  overburdened   >cnie* 
tura  vtll   iavt    to    *ja    rebuilt  or  replaced   within    :-«   nixc    tan  "«itj    in 
ordar    co    keep   tha   touts  operaeional. 


The   *  <ntrdl     Vfterv    iov   ^:e',encts     "j    cunta    Clw    naciufuil     ice  ultfflC 
race   for    urban  nLanvavs.       In    1931    ^ecropouean   Olstrlct  Coaauaston   Sta- 
tistics   indicated  a    total  of    *a2  accidents    Ln   tha  area    crow    the  Clev 
Square  on-raap   through    tha  Oavav   Square  Tunas! ;    1982   resulted    in   similar 
statistics.      Ninety   parcanc  of    thaaa  aceldancs    involved   personal    ln]ury. 

The  enormous  coagaaClon  and   hssardous  daslern  of    this   snore   screecn  at 
road    is    the  reason   for    Che  alarsing  aaounc   of   accidents.      The  canv  access 
rastps  a>arge  on   to  a   highway    that    has    Inadequate  deceleration  aod  accele- 
ration   tanas  and  no   breakdown   Lanai. 

Coaaiaslonar  Casry  explained    trie    role  of    tha  Kacropolltao  Oiacrict 
Coaatsalon  Division  of  Cancrsl  Servlcae.   which  provides  motorist  aid. 
aaers/ancy   nmcii  and  unique  capabilities   to    handle  critical  accldanc 
situations.      The  Coasalasioner   shoved  draaacic   phoeographs  of    serious    truck, 
aceldancs  along   tha  Areery  raaponded    to    by  -eeropolitan   Police  and    the 
.lecropoUcan  Oiscricc  Coaalsalon  Cancrai   Services   Special    taergency  Opers- 
tlons  Unic.      rle  eactaacad    :hsc    this   jnit    responds    to    similar  aceldancs  on 
this  screech  of    mad   55    elsas  a   year.      Also,    tha  Division's  Kocorisc  Aid 
Pacral,    vhich  operaeas  dally,    aaalscs    efiouaands  of   disabled  vshlclas  par 
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■'■ij'unor  i^-ic-r    rstpnasia»    ;.tac    ■>"■!    t    us    ia*ncv  '<    <crt?na«9C 
mandates    is    :o    preserve,    atanance  and   aeveloo    tha   urban    oars    tharaetcrls- 
ctea  within    cne  vecropoiltaa  area. 

Tha  depression  of    tha  Cancrai  Artery  wtil    •iiai.nace    the   horrendous 
elavacad   scruccure  which    for   years   has   been   tha  dsrk  cLoud  over   3oscon's 
icrcecs  as  vail   as  aa  obstruction   to    tha   city's   historic  wactrfroac  ares. 
The  Macropoiltao   Oiscricc  Coaaaission  will   be  working    la  coooeratlon  with 
the   Deparcaene  of    Public  Uorks  on  dasltn    laproveaenc    for  the   proposed    cvln 
bridges  over  tha  Chsrlss  Klvar  Oaai. 

Coaaalsaloaar  Casry  saidc  "Ta  conclusion,  ic  is  sy  hop«  chsc  the  Kacro- 
polltsn  Oiscricc  Coaailsalon  -an  work  with  scace  and  federal  agencies  to  roc 
only  provide  tha  region  vtch  a  safer  transportacion  svsteau  but  also  usprova 
and   tnmnci    tha  cnvtronsMBC  and    Ilveabilicy  of    tha  city." 


Tha  public  safety  concerns  wnea  tha  Central  Artery  is  ]aaned  :'-oo 
h  a. a.  to  A  p.m.  aa  projected  la  :he  Environaental  lapact  Stacaaenc  is 
icarcling.  As  it  ls  now,  cnera  is  grivt  concern  la  chls  city  for  the 
aalllcy  of    tsaergency  vshlelas    to   ;et    through   citv   seraacs. 

Coaalsaioner  Ceary   icactd,     "Tt    is    :he  lecropoiitan  Qijtrict  Cooais- 
»lon's  opinion   cMac   a  depresaed  and   -widened  Central   Artarv  will   provide 
the  clClxane  of    thia  city   and    this   ration  with  a    safer   and  oore  efficient 
^Ignwav  svseaa.      Aa    cne  agencv    responeLbla    (or   ooUcing    cne  Cancrai   Arterv 
during  conecruction,    it    is  our    ;udaeaent    chac  -aere    reconacruccljn  of    cne 
arterv  will    mc    resove    the  causes   of    cne  wan*   aceldancs.'' 
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COMMENTS   ON   THE    THIRO    HARBOR  TUNNEL/WIDENED    t  DEPRESSED   CENTRAL  ARTERY    EIS 
PRESETTED    BY    THE    BOSTON    EDUCATIONAL   MARINE    EXCHANGE   AT   THE   PUBLIC    HEARING .8/9/83 

The  Boston    Education*)    Marina   Exchange  object!    to   the    adverse    Impact    of 
the  Third   Harbor  Tunnel /Widened   and  Depressed  Central    Artery  plan   on   the    Tort 
Point   Channel.      The    Environmental    Impact    Statement   does   not    adequately  consider 
the   value  of    the  Channel    Itself    and    Its  potential    to    fill    Important    recreational, 
tourism,   marine  commerce   and  water   transportation   needs  of   Boston    and  Massachu- 
setts.     Nor  has    the   Environmental     Impact    Statement    adequately  considered    alter- 
native  transportation  modes   Including   ferry  service  which,    taken   together,    could 
considerably   ease    traffic  an  existing    roadways. 

A   surface   roadway   along   any  portion  of   the  downtown  Channel    edge    is 
object lonable  and  would  be   Inimical    to  recreational    use.      One  would  think   that 
with    the   downtown   portion  of    the    Southeast    Expressway    (Central    Artery)    starinc 
us    In   the    face    that    this   would  be   generally    realized. 

The    Environmental    Impact    Statement    has   not    taken    into   account   potential 
jse  of    the  Channel    as    a  downtown  harbor    for  boats  with   the   attendant    recreational 
ana   development    activities    and   tourist    dollars    to  be   gained    from   such    a  waterfron: 
attraction.      The  City    lacks   docking   and  other    facilities    for  boats.      The    Fort 
Point  Channel,    a  "harbor  of   refuge"   at   the  core  of   downtown.    Is  a   logical   place 
for  boats   and.    In   fact,   has  been   designated   for   this  use   In   the  City's  plan   for 
the  Harbor. 

As  proposed   by  the  Boston   Educational   Marine   Exchange,    the  Channel   could 
accomodate   as  manv  as   1500  boats,   with  a  possible  600  power  boats   above   the 
Summer   Street  Bridge.      Public    landings,    ramps,    water   taxi    terminals,    a  breakwarer/ 


doiton    tJuCJt'Onal    Marine    iAwnongc  ^ 

Pjolic    Hearlna   laments   on  Tunnel/ 
Artery,   d'9/8) 

pier    for    vlsitlno    tall    ships    and  cruise    shlos,    a  promenade    along    me  Channel    edge 
-1th    attendant   cafes,    restaurants    and  other    amenities    are    all    part   of    this 
exciting  proposal.       (See    accompanying  poster.) 

Next    year    the  Tall    Ships  will    visit   Boston    and,    again,    there   -Ml    oe   no 
place    for    tnem  do-ntown.       In    addition,    the  Antique    and  Classic    3oat    Regatta.    ■> 
new    annual    event,    anticipates    100  boats,      -here   -lit    -a   put    than'      For    t-o    ,ejrl 
now   the    Fort   Point   Channel    has  provided    the    site    for    a  orave   new  boat    show. 
Is   no  question   that  boating   events    ar.  popular  -Ith    the  puPlIc:    they    alio   =nric« 
the  coffers  of    the  city    and    Its  merchants.    There    Is   no   reason  why, In    the    future, 
a  marine  oriented  Channel    couldn't    be    as   big    a  draw    (or  bigger)    than  Annapolis 
or   Newport    --  both  mul t l-ml 1 1  Ion   dollar    affairs. 

The    EIS   has  not    sufficiently    addressed    Impacts   on    the  marine    recreational 
use   of    the  Channel    nor    the  question  of    revenue    accruing    to    the   City    'rem    Sucn 
development.     Per   boat    spepding   on   restaurants,    supplies,    recreational    shopping 
and    the    Ilka  would    amount    to  considerable    In    a    season,    as  would    Income    the  Cl 
would   reap    in  property    taxes    from  marina   assessments. 

innapolls    and  Newport   have    turned  private  pleasure   boating    Into  by    far    their 
major  economic    activity.      Any    EIS  on    the  Tunnel /Artery   snould  certainly    loo*    at 
potential    revenue   that  would   be   generated   by    a   recreational    boating  complex    in 

the    Fort   Point  Channel . 

The   EIS  has  not  covered    Impacts   on    the  Channel's    potential    use   as    a  -ater 
transportation  arm  to  th*  new  South   Station  Transportation  Center.      Streamlined 
water-buses    similar   to  those  used   so  effectively    In  Amsterdam  could    fit    ,ncer 
the  bridges   and  call    at   a  South   Station   landing   at   the   foot  of   Summer   Street 
to   speed  passengers   to  Logan  Airport,   North  Station   and  other  harborfront   desti- 
nations.  This  -ould   also  help    alleviate    traffic    downtown. 

The  question  of  density  of  projected   development    In    the  Dewey  Square/Fort 
Point  Channel    area   and   the  need    for    the    breathing    space    a  Channel    recreational     jt 
could  provide  needs    to  be  considered. 


Boston    Educational    Marine    Exchange 
Public   Hearing  Comments  on  Tunnel/ 
Artery,   3/9/83 


a  surface  roadway,  so-called  "New  Dorchester  Avenue"  In  the  Tunnel /Artery 
plan,  along  the  edge  of  the  Channel  Is  antithetical  to  recreational  use  of  the 
Channel.  Who  wants  to  promenade  along  a  highway  or,  for  that  matter,  sit  on  a 
boat  deck  beside  rushing  cars.  This  would  also  be  a  deterent  to  sidewalk  cafes 
and  other  commercial  recreational  development  along  the  waterfront  A  classic 
mistake  cities  have  come  to  regret   Is  putting   roadways  along  their  waterfronts. 

Alternative   transportation  measures   to  ease  traffic  congestion  hava  not   been 
looked  at    In  the   EIS  and  need  to  be  before  a  decision  on  the  Tunnel/Artery   Is  made. 
Area  boat  operators   arm  eager  to  run   ferry  service   from  th*  South   Shore   to  downtown 
jnc   Logan;    all    they  *ro  waiting   for  »rm  the   landings.     Hassport   Is  willing  to  pro- 
vide  a   landing  at  Logan.     The  City   Is   requiring   the  developer  of  Rowes  wharf  to 
provide  a   ferry   terminal.     A   landing   In  the  Channel   could  make  the  AMTRAX   and 
bus   station  connection.      Ferries  with  connector  bus   links,    revived   train  servlco 
along  the  Old  Colony  Line,    Improved  T  service,   park  and  ride,    subscription  bus 
services,    van-pool    could   all    act   to  alleviate  traffic   from  south  of  Boston   Into 
and  through  downtown.      In   fact,    the  process  of   finding  alternative  ways    Is   alreaey 
underway   In  part   due  to  the   Impetus  of   th*   Southeast   Expressway   reconstruction. 

Time  and   time  again,    grandiose  building  plans  h«ve  became  obsolete   scarce 
they  nav*  been  completed.     Thara   Is   a  need   for  the   EIS   to  project    Its   vision   and 
Imagination   Into  the   future.    12  years   from  now,    th*   anticipated  completion  date  of 
Che  Tunnel/Artery  project,    use  of   th*   private   car    In   th*  city  may  be  on    the  wane 

with   totally  different   forms  of  people  movers   taking   Its  place. 

Th*  Fort  Point  Channel   offers  a  dramatic  opportunity   to  reintroduce   a  rich 

variety  of  marine   activities  of   a  contemporary  nature    at    the   very  heart    of   downtown 

Boston.   Tunnel/Artery   Impacts  on   this  potential   need   to  be  thoroughly  examined 

before  a  decision   Is  m*d*. 
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